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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Computer verification of client-reported information using

external data bases, or computer matching, is used to varying

degrees by the state food stamp agencies. Accordingly, the Food

and Nutrition Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture has

sponsored research to: (1) determine the extent of computer
matching in the Food Stamp Program (FSP), (2) develop a

descriptive profile of state-level or state-directed computer

matching activities and, (3) address the considerable variation

among states. Computer matching is one of six topics covered in
a study of Food Stamp Program operations, being carried out by

Mathematica Policy Research, Inc., with The Urban Institute and
Abt Associates Inc. as subcontractors.

The first phase of the study involved interviews with food stamp

personnel in the 50 states, plus the District of Columbia, Guam,

and the Virgin Islands. Questions in the computer matching

component of the interviews covered the number of matching

systems, the type of external data base(s) accessed by each of

the systems, the timing of the matches and currency of

information in the data bases as well as reporting requirements
between the state and local offices. Several open-ended

questions in the document elicited comments on the effectiveness

of matching and also elicited state reactions to the new Income

Eligibility Verification System (IEVS) regulations. It should
be noted that the Phase I interviews were conducted in mid-1986

and prior to the October 1, 1986 implementation date of the

Income Eligibility Verification Systems (IEVS) regulations.
Phase II interiews will document additional systems created by

state or local agencies in response to the IEVS regulations.

EXTENT OF COMPUTER MATCHING IN THE FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

The state census identified a total of 248 distinct computer

matching systems in use nationwide in the FSP. The major
characteristics of the 248 are: (1) the purpose of the match

(front-end verification of information on applicants versus on-

going verification of information on recipients), (2) the method

by which an agency accesses and uses the external data files

(batch or on-line access).
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Within the above context, the major characteristics of the 248

systems are summarized here and presented in detail in Chapter

II of the report.

Purpose of the Match

o 107 systems (43%) are used exclusively for on-going matching

o 105 systems (42%) are used for front-end and on-going matching

o 34 systems (14%) are used exclusively for front-end matching

Type of Access

o 53 systems (21%) have on-line access

o 193 systems (78%) systems have batch access

Timing of the Front-End Batch Matchin_ Systems

o 45 of 91 systems (50%) are used to conduct matching monthly

o 12 of 91 systems (13%) are used to conduct matching daily

o 13 of 91 systems (14%) are used to conduct matching weekly

o 8 of 91 systems (9%) are used to conduct matching quarterly

Timin_ of Front-End On-Line Matching Systems

o 21 of 48 systems (44%) are used to conduct matching

immediately at application

o 18 to 48 systems (38%) are used to conduct matching daily on

all new applicants that day

o 7 to 48 systems (15%) are used to conduct matching weekly,

monthly, other on all new applicants that period

Timin_ of On-Goin_ Batch Matchin_ Systems

o 79 of 176 systems (45%) are used to conduct matching monthly

o 40 of 176 systems (23%) are used to conduct matching quarterly

o 21 of 176 systems (12%) are used to conduct matching at
recertificatiion

o 36 of 176 systems (20%) are used to conduct matching at other
intervals

Timing of On-Goin_ On-Line Matchin_ Systems

o 18 of 36 systems (50%) are used to conduct matching at
recertification

o 9 of 36 systems (25%) are used to conduct matching at worker

option

o 9 of 36 systems (25%)° are used to cpnduqt matching semi-
monthly, monthly, annually or at other lnnervals. _

viii



Maturity of the Matching Systems

o 62 systems (25%) were first used between 1969 and 1979

o 67 systems (27%) were first used between 1980 and 1983

o 111 systems (45%) were first used between 1984 and mid-1986

Data Sources Used

Twenty-five data sources are used for computer matching in the

Food Stamp Program, ranging from state wage and unemployment

files and files from the Social Security Administration to files

from miscellaneous sources, such as financial institutions

(banks), worker's compensation, child-support files and any data

files for any state supplementary payments. The two primary

sources of data are unemployment insurance files (accessed by 77

systems) and wage files (accessed by 72 systems).

Use of Matching Systems by Other Programs

Nearly all the computer matching systems are used by several

programs administered by state welfare agencies. Only 24 (10%)

of the 248 systems are used by FSP only. That is, 224 (90%) of

the systems are used by at least one other program.

o 220 (88%) are used by FSP and AFDC

o 173 (69%) are used by FSP and Medicaid

o 64 (26%) used by FSP, AFDC, Medicaid

STATE AND LOCAL ROLES IN COMPUTER MATCHING

Examination of computer matching from a state perspective

provides insight into the role of the states in the matching

process. Major findings on states are summarized here and

presented in more detail in Chapter III of the report.

Distribution of Matching Systems

In 1986, all states and territories except Ohio, conducted

regular computer matching on the FS caseload. Twelve states

(23%) had 1-3 different matching systems. Thirty states (57%)

had 4-6 different systems, and ten states (19%) had 7 or more

unique computer matching systems.

*Percentages will not all sum to 100/% since information on

some matching systems is missing.
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Coverage of FSP Caseload

Forty-eight states conducted front-end matching on FS applicants

(91% of the states). Fifty-two states conduct on-going matching
on active FS cases (98% of the states).

Data Sources for Routine Matching

UI files are the primary data source for matching, used by 48

states (91% of the states). Employer wage files are used by 45

states (85%); SSI benefits are matched by 34 states (64%); and

Social Security benefits are matched by 32 states (60%).

State and Local Interaction

The process of computer matching involves activities at both the
state and local levels. Specifically, three types of activities

were addressed in the census; (1) state and local interaction

for conducting a match, (2) case activities taken as a result of

the match, and (3) reporting requirements established for local

offices by the states.

The actual initiation of the match may occur at the local

office. On-line, immediate computer access to at least one

computer matching system exists in twenty-six of the states.

There is much variation in terms of what local FSAs report to

the state agency about computer matching. Reporting
requirements include turnaround documents (required in four

states) or regular aggregate reports (14 states) on, for

example, "hits", reconciliations, and claims cases. Twenty-

three different states require local offices to submit some

reports on matching but few states require local offices to

submit information about matching from all systems.

Special Matches

In addition to the routine matching functions undertaken on a

regular basis, some states use their data processing

capabilities to perform "special" or one-time only matches. The

two broad categories for this type of match are; (1) state-

directed test matches using in-state files from other programs

or the various data files of a neighboring jurisdiction, and (2)

matching against federally generated data bases. Thirty state

agencies reported special matching using at least one type of

special match, and 15 of those agencies conducted more than one

type of special match during the last two years.
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State Perceptions on Matchin_

The general comments about computer matching were almost

uniformly positive and most respondents were anticipating the

development of new, more efficient matching systems or networks
in the future. Most respondents felt the wage and UI matches

were generally the most effective in terms of reducing the

number of erroneous certifications, but expressed concerns about

the time lag for reporting to the source agency and the

subsequent problems related to the currency of the information
in the data bases.

Respondents identified three aspects of the new IEVS regulations

that they feel are particularly burdensome: (1) the requirement

to match on employer wage-reporting data, IRS data and SSA wage

data; (2) the requirement to conduct matching on all food stamp

clients; and (3) the requirement that 100% of all "hits" be

"followed up" within 30 days.

Although the comments about IEVS generally reflected concern

about the increased effort required of states, a few respondents

did express positive reactions. Several agencies mentioned that

although the IRS data are not timely, matching on the IRS data

base will at least provide some access to financial resources

and unearned income that has not previously been available.

STATE COMPUTER MATCHING TYPOLOGIES

The structured nature of the data collected in the census allows

for the development of comparative state typologies. The
following four dimensions form the basis for the typologies

described in Chapter IV.

o Mode of access

o Range of data bases

o Intensity of state policies

o Maturity of matching operations

The first three dimensions were created by combining several

independent characteristics identified by the census, the fourth

is a single descriptive characteristic. The four dimensions are

by no means the only important characteristics of state computer

matching policies, but they do represent several of the critical

differences among states in their approaches toward computer

matching.
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About half of the states limit their matching to the primary

sources of data (UI, wage, SSA and files internal to the

welfare/food stamp agency), and the other half also match

against some other external data bases (e.g., department of
motor vehicles, banks or tax agencies). A large proportion of

the latter agencies conduct matching frequently. This may

suggest that those state agencies that use many data bases and
conduct matches on a relatively frequent basis are similar in

other ways.

Another observation resulting from the above typology indicates

that of the ten states reporting no exclusive front-end matching

on applicants, seven of these conduct monthly matching on the

entire caseload and use external files as well as wage, UI and

SSA information. This may indicate that frequent ongoing

matching is conducted in lieu of actual front-end matching (at

application). In the case of this specific typology, the

grouping of states might allow for examination of (1) the

marginal contribution of having both front-end matching and

different frequencies of on-going matching, and (2) the

operational tradeoffs between actual front-end matching (i.e.,

at application) and routine matching of the entire caseload each
month.

Simple two-fold typololgies based on the four comparative

dimensions discussed in the report can be used to expand the

analysis of computer matching in the FSP and to develop other

typologies that may be of particular research, policy or

operational interest.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This report describes the results of a series of interviews con-

cerning Computer Matching Systems used by Food Stamp Agencies

(FSA's). The interviews were conducted as part of the first

phase of the Food Stamp Program Operations Study (FSPOS), con-

ducted by Mathematica Policy Research Inc., under contract to

the Food and Nutrition Service (FNS) of the U.S. Department of

Agriculture, with The Urban Institute and Abt Associates, as

subcontractors. Other topics covered in this first phase of the

study, referred to in this report as the "census" of state

agencies, are: Automated Certification Systems, Claims

Collection, Monthly Reporting, Quality Control, and Job Search

activities. The results of these five other topic areas are
presented in companion reports.

The Program Operations Study will consist of three phases of
data collection and analysis. The first phase, the "census,"

has entailed telephone interviews with state agency staff in the

53 state-level Food Stamp Agencies (including Guam, the Virgin

Islands, and the District of Columbia) concerning practices and
procedures in the six areas of Food Stamps named above. In the

second phase, for which data were collected in October-November
1986, claims collection and computer matching operations are

being analyzed in a national sample of 191 local agencies.

Finally, in the spring of 1987, the third phase of the study
will be carried out, consisting of intensive assessments of

selected sites, focussing on the assessment of the costs and

benefits of particularly promising examples of operations
identified in the first two phases of the study.

This introductory chapter first outlines, in Section A, the

goals of the census interviews on Computer Matching (CM). In

Section B, a brief discussion is presented on the sources of the

CM data, including a description of the agency sample and the

interviewing methods used. Section C discusses the scope of the

data collected, and Section D describes the organization of the

remainder of this report.

A. GOALS OF THE CENSUS ON COMPUTER MATCHING

Computer matching is the automated process of matching informa-
tion about individuals across different data files (or data

bases). Since the 1970s state welfare agencies have been

conducting some form of computer matching to corroborate client

information or to detect discrepancies in information. The

original purpose (and still the main purpose) was to identify

individuals who were applying for or receiving Aid to Families



with Dependent Children (AFDC) but had unreported wages that

would make them ineligible for welfare or reduce their benefits.

By the end of the 1970s, welfare agencies had expanded the wage

matching to food stamp households as well as AFDC recipients.

States were required by Congress to wage-match their AFDC

caseloads beginning in October 1970, and wage matching in the

food stamp program (FSP) was mandated beginning in January 1983.

For food stamps, computer matching has three general purposes:

(1) verifying eligibility and benefits amounts, (2) investiga-

ting payment errors, and (3) substantiating information to be
used in prosecutions. The matching can take place at intake to

verify the eligibility of new applicants, at recertification to

verify the continuing eligibilty of current recipients, or at
some other periodic interval (e.g. monthly or quarterly) to

detect any inconsistencies in information on ongoing current

rates. The computer matching process essentially is the initial
match across data files, followed by the full range of sub-

sequent follow-up activities, such as fraud prosecution,

administrative disqualification, and claim collections.

The primary purpose of the census interviews on Computer

Matching (CM) in the food stamp program was to develop a clear,

descriptive profile of state-level or state-directed computer

matching activities and to address the considerable variation

among states in terms of (1) integration with matching done by

other public assistance programs, (2) the types of data bases

used, (3) the methods used to conduct matches, and (4) the

frequency of matches.

Also to be addressed was the variation among states in terms of

post-matching activity, such as requirements for reporting, case

priortttzatton, and the level and type of information reported

to the local agency as a result of the state-directed matching.

Specifically, the following topics were covered by the FSPOS

computer matching census:

o Types of matchin_ bein_ conducted

a. Access: On-line/batch

b. Timing: Front-end/on-going
c. Data bases matched

d. Turnaround time

e. Schedule (for ongoing matching): Periodic/at
recertification

f. Frequency (for periodic matching): Monthly, quarterly,

annually
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o Techniques used in performin_ matches

a. Case identifiers used

b. Discrepancy codes used

c. Update period and time lapse for each external data
source

d. Prioritizing of cases for subsequent follow-up action

e. Coverage: active cases only vs. active and inactive
cases

o Information or direction provided to local FSA's for

follow-up

a. Content of forms or reports required

b. Format of match reports

o Tracking procedures employed by state FSA's

a. State reporting requirements for local FSA's

b. Frequency of local reporting

c. Actions taken by states to ensure follow-up

A clear, descriptive profile of the above aspects of state-level

or state-generated computer matching functions was the primary

goal of the Cb{ interviews. However in the course of census

design and subsequent interviews, several other topics emerged
and are reflected in the data collection instrument and the data

presented in this report. At the request of FNS, questions

concerning the nature and dates of any special, or one-time

only, computer matches conducted by the states in addition to

their routine matching activities were also included in the

instrument. An open-ended question designed to elicit responses

on the general perception of the effectiveness of computer

matching was also included. Responses to this question often

made reference to the new Income Eligibility Verification

Regulations (IEVS), which will require state agencies beginning

October 1, 1986 to verify household circumstances against

external sources of information. The comments and reactions to

IEVS are documented in this report. However, the primary focus

of the interview, and of the results reported here, is to

present a clear descriptive profile of the state-level or state-

generated computer-matching activities undertaken as of mid-
1986.



B. DATA COLLECTION METHODS

Three aspects of the _! census provide useful background to the

presentation of results: (1) a description of the agencies

covered in the interviews; (2) a general overview of how the

interviews were conducted, and (3) the use of materials received

from state agencies.

Description The general aim of the CM census is the development, through
of the CM interviews with the state FSA staff, of a clear descriptive

Sample profile of computer matching systems used in each state.

To this end, 53 telephone interviews were conducted with staff

in each of the 50 states, the District of Columbia, Guam and the
Virgin Islands. While variations do exist in a state's adminis-

tration of the food stamp program (state-supervised/state

operated vs. state supervised/county administered programs), the

CM instrument was designed to take into account these varia-

tions, as well as any matching systems operating in only part of

the state, such as the Overnight Clearance System which operates

for New York City only.

The computer matching systems covered in the survey reflect both

the variety across states and the rapid pace of system develop-

ment in the past few years. The systems described in this

report are those that were in place and operating at the time of

the interviews (summer 1986). In many states, system
enhancements are occurring continuously; so it must be

recognized that the descriptions in this report are a snapshot
of state capabilities that will continue to develop.

Interviewin$ Structured interview instruments to be administered by phone
Methods were developed after extensive review of data and infor-

mation already availasble from FNS files, earlier research, and

state reports to FNS. After review and clearance by FNS and

OMB, a pre-test of the instrument was conducted with three state
agencies--Connecticut, Tennessee and Texas. The staff in these

states were very helpful and the pre-test resulted in sub-
stantial revisions to improve clarity and completeness.

Interview respondents were nominated by state FSP directors or

their delegates in preliminary telephone discussions with senior

FSPOS research staff. In most instances a single respondent was

suggested, most often a staff member involved in development of

policy and procedures, or staff involved in the actual

implementation of computer matching systems. In some

instances, the FSP director suggested several different

respondents for particular parts of the instrument. Even when a

single respondent was suggested, however, interviewers often

encountered situations in which the primary respondent could not
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supply answers to specific questions; interviewers then

requested a referral to other agency staff and initiated

contacts with them as needed. Of the 53 agency interviews

completed, 35 involved contacting more than one respondent. The

interviews for this operations area generally lasted about one

hour and forty-five minutes.

Although the CM instrument consisted primarily of structured

response questions, the interviewing method involved a great

deal of discussion of the questions and probimg for

clarification of responses. Every completed interview was

reviewed by the senior project researcher responsible for the CM

topic. These reviews identified apparent contradictions among

interview responses and answers which, based on other informa-

tion provided, appeared to reflect interpretation of interview

terminology that departed from the interview intent. As the

interviews proceeded, these reviews also identified the need for

further clarification of the intent of specific questions and
their interpretation in the context of particular system

characteristics. These reviews prompted the preparation of
"question clarification" statements distributed to interviewers

to guide them in future administration of particular interview

questions and also led to interviewer call-backs to respondents
to clarify or confirm responses and to probe further to resolve

what appeared to be contradictory information. Call backs were

made for this purpose to almost every respondent FSA.

Use of In addition to the data collected in the telephone interview,

Materials states were also asked to provide descriptive program mate-
from State rials on computer matching activities. Various documents

Agencies were forwarded to our offices by thirty-two states and juris-

dictions. The types of materials provided range from descrip-
tions of matching systems currently in use, to handbooks for

eligibility workers conducting matches. Thirty-three states

provided the relevant portions of policy and procedures manuals,
and some states provided billing information and management

reports on computer matching. A complete list of program

materials provided by the states is included in Appendix B to
this report.

The materials provided by the state agencies presented important
contextual background for analysis of the interview data. In

some cases, information available in these materials provided

responses to specific interview questions, which saved time in

the inteviews. In other instances, where the complexity or

subtlety of a state's procedures or systems could not be

completely captured in the structured interview responses, the
background materials were used to ensure correct interpretation.



C. SCOPE OF CENSUS RESULTS

The computer matching interviews were designed to provide a sys-

tematic profile of all state-generated computer matching func-

tions currently being undertaken by the states and to present
the data collected in a structured format that allows examina-

tion of the systems on the basis of clearly defined system

dimensions. Emphasis was placed in the instrument design on

developing questions to solicit structured codable responses

which would allow the details of each system to be presented
based on the dimensions defined earlier and which would assist

in the classification of combinations or "networks" of computer

matching systems used in each state.

Cost and Three portions of the instrument were designed to obtain fairly

Outcome detailed data on costs, actvity levels and outcomes of computer
Data matching. Most states did not in 1986 routinely maintain or

monitor extensive data on computer matching. Although it is
clear that some state agencies have records in some form that

could provide a source of cost and activity data, it was not the

intent of the census to prompt any programming or analysis

efforts by the respondent or other state staff. Many respon-
dents, though, did indicate that they will be collecting more

data beginning in 1987 once the new policies are implemented.

Module 3, on Computer Matching Costs was responded to by

slightly more than one-half of the states. Generally, the

responses provided were in terms of data-processing costs or
programmer staff time. The outcome/result information in

Modules 7, for Front-end Matching, and, Module 9, for Ongoing

Matching, is similarly limited. Only slightly more than one-

half of the states were able to provide outcome/result infor-

mation, and typically these responses were to questions 7.01 and

9.01 which requested the total number of food stamp inquiries

each month. Again, responses generally were estimates and/or

generalizations. For example, one state responded that

approximately 30-50% of the food stamp caseload had income in

the most recent quarter and inquiries would be made on those

cases. In many states, the number of inquiries reported was

based on average caseload for a given quarter. Fewer states

could provide the number of matches or



Therefore, effectiveness data gathered as a result of these

interviews are generally limited to the respondents' perceptions

on the effectiveness of computer matching.

Definitional During the course of the interviews, several definitional
Variation variations were identified across states. Two are mentioned

here because they are related to critical dimensions of matching

systems.

o RAW HITS: Although commonly perceived to be those cases

where client-provided information is different from

information in the external data base, many of the states

define a "hit" as any case with any information on the

external data base, i.e. locating or connecting the client

identifier(s) with the source data base. The next phase of

the study will involve closer examination of the precise
definition of a "hit".

o FRONT-END MATCHING: For purposes of the census interviews,
the category of front-end matching includes any daily,

weekly, or monthly matching done on applicants before
initial certification, as well as instances when an agency

includes new applicants among the routine on-going matching

done during a particular time period. This broad
definition was used to ensure that all possible variations

of "front-end" matching were included in the census.

D. ORGANIZATION OF THE REPORT

The remainder of this report is organized in the following

manner. Chapter II addresses the extent of computer matching in

the food stamp program, by describing the status of computer
matching systems currently in use nationwide and the types of

data bases accessed by these systems. Chapter III addresses
state policies on matching in the food stamp program, issues

related to the cost-effectiveness of computer matching and state

reactions to the new IEVS regulations. Chapter IV presents a

general typology for comparing state computer matching policies

and processes. Detailed tables in Appendix A present the census

results, a list of materials received from states is included in

Appendix B, and the CM interview instrument appears as Appendix
C.





II. EXTENT OF COMPUTER MATCHING IN THE FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

A. INTRODUCTION

As a result of the census interviews, 248 computer matching

systems were identified as being in use nationwide in the food

stamp program, l_/ System descriptions, operations and policies
for their use are discussed in this chapter. Discussion of the

extent of computer matching in the food stamp program centers on

two basic dimensions: the purpose of the match and the type of

access with which a local agency obtains matching information

using that system. Within this context, various specifications

of the 248 systems are discussed in Section C including: the

timing of the matches (the specific time at which the applicant

or recipient information is subjected to the match), the use of

matching systems by other public assistance programs and the

maturity of the systems. The types and sources of information

accessed by the 248 systems are discussed under the heading

"Data Sources Used for Computer Matching", Section D, in which
the 25 different data sources utilized by the systems are de-

scribed. This section also discusses the frequency of use of
these data sources and the currency of information available

from the data sources; the length of time required for the en-

tire match process (allowing for exchange of information between
the local and state agencies) and the type of information

received by the local agencies.

B. DEFINITIONAL AND GENERAL ASPECTS OF COMPUTER MATCH SYSTEMS

Two hundred and forty-eight distinct computer matching systems

were identified in use in the food stamp program nationwide on a

routine and regular basis in mid 1986. Two hundred and forty-

one of these systems are used on a statewide basis and the other
seven are used in selected local areas.2/ Appendix Table A-1

1/A computer matching system as identified by the state census

of the Food Stamp Program Operations Study meets the following

criteria: (1) it is conducted on a regular basis or a routine

schedule (as opposed to a special or one time only match) and

(2) it is conducted by an automated process (as opposed to a

manual matching process).

2--/Thisphase of the Program Operations Study focuses on

states. Thus, the 248 computer matching systems described in

this report are those systems identified at the state level

(i.e., they are generally developed, administered, maintained or

coordinated at the state level). The next phase of the study

will identify any additional computer matching systems developed

or maintained by local Jurisdictions or programs.
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lists these computer matching systems by state. Two dimensions

are used to categorize these systems: (1) the purpose of the

match, and (2) the method for defining the systems and accessing
data.

Purpose of Computer matching systems are used for two fairly separable
The Match purposes in the food stamp program (FSP):

o verification of income, eligibility and benefit levels for

new FSP applicants (i.e. front-end verification), and

o verification of income, continued eligibility and benefit
levels for active FSP recipients (i.e. on-going

verification).

Type of The type of access, that is, the means by which a match is

Access conducted, is either an on-line or batch process:3/

o "on-line" matching occurs when information about a food

stamp applicant or recipient is entered directly onto a
computer terminal and information is received back

immediately based on a match done instantly by the

computer.

o "batch" matching occurs when information on a list of

recipients or cases (or the entire caseload) is entered

onto a computer file (e.g., tape or disk), that file is
then matched to another file, and the results of the match

are received either on a new file (e.g. tape or disk) or on

a hard copy computer print-out. It takes longer to receive
information from batch processing than from on-line

processing (e.g., it can range from a few hours to several
weeks).

Examination of Table II.1 reveals that 34 (14%) of the 248

systems are used for front-end matching, 107 (43%) are used

exclusively for on-going matching, and 105 (42%) are used for
both front-end and on-going matching. Table II.1 also

distinguishes between on-line and batch access for matching.

Fifty-three systems (21%) use on-line processing and 194 (78%)

of the systems use batch processing.

3--/Somestate matching systems have both on-line and batch
access, but for purposes of this study, they were defined as two

separate matching systems, because different procedures must be

followed to initiate each type of match.
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Table II.1

Number of Computer Matching Systems

in the Food Stamp Program,

by Purpose of Match
and Type of Access

On-line Batch

Purpose Access Access Total

Front-endverificationonly 17 17 34

On-goingverification 5 102 107

Both front-endand on-going 31 74 105
verification

Missing 2*

Total 53 193 248

*Some descriptive information on two systems is missing
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C. COVERAGE OF THE RELEVANT ISSUES BY THE COMPUTER MATCH

SYSTEMS

The operational characteristics of computer matching systems--

the timing of the matches, the use of the match systems by other
public assistance programs, and the maturity of systems--are all

relevant topics for the study of computer matching in the FSP.

The timing of the match, or when the information from the
applicant or recipient is subjected to the match, can affect an

agency's ability to monitor the changes in earned and unearned

income levels for applicants and recipients and to issue correct

benefit amounts. The extent to which a matching system is used

by other public assistance programs within an agency has cost

implications since matching costs may be shared among programs

using the same system. The maturity of the systems provides

insight into implementation trends in computer matching.

The timing of the match is related to both the purpose of the

match and the type of access (on-line or batch) utilized by the

matching system.

Timing of For front-end matching, timing is important because the intent
Front-end of front-end matching is to verify the income and assets of the

Matching applicant household in order to determine the correct benefit

level at the beginning of the household's participation in food
stamps. Ail food stamp applicants must be certified or denied

certification within 30 days and certain applicants must be
certified earlier through expedited certification. Therefore,

the sooner the front-end match is performed the more likely the
FSA is to authorize the correct amount of benefits to the

household.4/

Table II.2 summarizes the timing of the front-end matching

systems by type of access. Of the 48 on-line matching systems
used for front-end matching, 39 of them (81%) are performed

immediately at application or daily. Another one is performed

weekly, while four are performed at another time, such as before
certification. Thus, nearly all the on-line front-end matching

is conducted on the day of application.

A/
_'Technically, front-end matching means that the match is
performed before the food stamp household is initially

certified, although it could be performed after certification if
the household is eligible for expedited services.
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Table II.2

Timing of Front-End Matching Performed
in the Food Stamp Program,

by Type of Access

Access

On-line Batch

Timing of Matching Access Access Total

Immediately 21 -- 21

Daily 18 12 30

Weekly 1 13 14

Monthly 2 45 47

0uarterly -- 8 8

Other 4 4 8

Missing 2* 9* 11'

Total 48 91 139

*Some descriptive information on eleven systems is missing.
The two missing systems identified in Table II.1 are not
included in either Table II.2 or II.3.
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Of the batch matches that are used for front-end matching, the

majority of them, 45 (50%) are performed monthly. A few are

used more frequently: 12 are used daily and 13 weekly. Because

of the 30-day certification period, it is highly unlikely that

the eight quarterly matching systems used for front-end matching

are used exclusively for front-end matching. This would not

allow enough time to perform the match before certifications.

Timing of A recipient's income or assets are likely to change over time

On-_oin_ and on-going matching is primarily used to verify changes in
Matching wages, income, assets and household composition, on a regular,

on-going basis. Table II.3 summarizes the timing of the on-

going matching systems by the type of access. Batch matching is

best suited for matching at routine intervals of time and the
table shows that the majority of on-going batch matching systems

are used monthly (79 of the 176 on-going systems or 45%) or

quarterly (40 systems or 23%). Together the monthly and

quarterly batch matching systems make up the majority of the on-
going batch matching systems (68%). Batch matching systems are

also utilized at recertification (21 systems), weekly (12

systems), and annually (12 systems).

Of the 36 on-line on-going matching systems, the majority (75%)

are utilized at recertification or at the worker's option.

Use of the Many computer matching systems are simultaneously used by

Matching several public assistance programs.5/ That is, many of the

Systems by matching systems in use in the food stamp program are part of
Other comprehensive public assistance matching systems. A compre-

Programs hensive, or integrated, system facilitates the matching of
all public assistance cases within an agency (or some subset

thereof, such as, food stamps and AFDC, or food stamps, AFDC and

GA) against external data bases. The Census identified the

extent to which the 248 matching systems identified in this

report are also used by other programs.

Appendix Table A-4 documents this aspect of computer matching in
the food stamp program. Of the 248 matching systems, only 24

systems are used by the FSP only. That is, 90% of all food

_Public assistance programs include food stamps, AFDC,

Medicaid, Child Support, General Assistance, state supplements

to SSI and a few miscellaneous programs.
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Table II.3

Timing of On-Going Matching

in the Food Stamp Program,

by Type of Access

Access

On-line Batch

Timing of Matching Access Access Total

Weekly 0 12 12

Semi-monthly 2 4 6

Monthly 5 79 84

Quarterly 0 40 40

Semi-annually 0 2 2

Annually 1 12 13

At Recertification 18 21 39

At Worker's Option 9 1 10

Other 1 5 6

Total 36 176 212
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stamp matching systems (224 systems) are utilized by at least

one other program. Appendix Table A-4 also shows that of the

248 systems, 88% (220 systems) are also used by AFDC and 69%

(173 systems) are used by Medicaid. It is also interesting to
note that 64, or 26% are used Jointly by food stamps, AFDC and
Medicaid.

Maturity of Technological advancements in the past decade have been
the Matchin_ extremely rapid. Computers are increasingly used for various

Systems management purposes in all public programs. Interfacing
multiple data bases is now fairly easy to do and matching

information across data bases has become quite common. Some

state welfare agencies have been conducting computer matching

since the early 1970's but the greatest proliferation has

occurred in the early 1980's.

The census attempted to document the maturity of the matching
systems used in the FSP, in terms of how long each system has

been in use. Appendix Table A-3 shows the year each system was

first used by the FSP, and this information is summarized in
Table II.4.

It is clear, however, that the introduction of computer matching

has greatly increased in the 1980's and each year since between

1980 and 1985 a greater number of systems have become

operational. This trend will probably continue for at least

another few years because of the new IEVS regulations that
require FSP, AFDC, Medicaid and Unemployment Insurance programs

to verify wages, Social Security income and other benefits of

all program participants.

D. THE DATA SOURCES USED FOR COMPUTER MATCHING

This section describes one of the most important features of the

data matching systems: data sources used for matching and the

currency of those data. It also includes the time it takes to

obtain the data, or to obtain the results of a match; and the

time required for local offices to receive the results of the

match. Finally, it discusses the nature of the match

information received by the local offices.

The Data Through the census, 25 data sources used for matching with

Source food stamp files were identified. Table II.5 summarizes the

number of matching systems using each type of data, and Appendix

Table A-2 documents the data sources used by each of the 248
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Table II.4

Number of Food Stamp Matching Systems

by Year of Introduction
of Routine Matching

Introduction of Routine Matching

(Year(s) Systems in the Food Stamp Program

1969 1

1971-75 21

1975-78 20

1979 20

1980 4

1981 16

1982 18

1983 29

1984 41

1985 43

1986 27

Missing 8*

Total 248

Descriptive information on 8 of the systems is missing.

17



Table II.5

Number and Percentage of

Matching Systems

Using Various
Data Sources

Number of Systems Percent of Systems

Data Base AccessingEach AccessingEach
DataBase Base

Employer Reported

Wages 72 29.0
UIBenefits 77 31.0

SSAWage 8 3.2

SSAEmployment 6 2.4
SSABenefits 38 15.3

SSIBenefits 41 16.5

StateTax 2 0.8

Bank 4 1.6

DMV 9 3.6

AFDC 21 8.4

GeneralAssistance 5 2.0

Medicaid 9 3.6

Medicare 5 2.0

1099Tax 1 0.4

OtherJuris.Wage 4 1.6
OtherJuris.UI 4 1.6

OtherJuris.PA 7 2.8

SSA/SSN 7 2.8

FederalDisqual. 10 4.0

WorkersComp. 5 2.0

OtherEmployment 3 1.2
OtherNon-Welfare 20 8.0

FS Duplication 12 4.8
OtherStateAssistance 19 7.6

OtherFederal 2 0.8
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systems. (Table III.2 in Chapter III summarizes the number of
states using each source of information.) The following list

provides a brief explanation of each of the data sources.

o STATE WAGES FILES: Most states have a wage reporting

system which requires employers to report on a quarterly

basis the amount of wages paid to each employee in Jobs

covered by Unemployment Insurance. All states will attempt
a wage reporting system by 1987. The wage records are

usually maintained by the state employment security agency,

and in a few states the revenue or tax agency maintains

similar wage records on individuals.

o UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE FILES: The state employment

security agencies also administer the UI system. Each

employment security agency keeps records of who receives

unemployment insurance and the amount of the payments
issued.

o SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION WAGE FILES: Unlike the UI

wage and benefits data which are handled at the state

level, Social Security information comes from federally
administered data systems. Wage or earnings files are

created from the main Social Security Administration (SSA)
data files on individuals.

o SSA SELF-EMPLOYMENT FILES: These files, like the SSA wage
files are created from SSA's data files on individuals who

report self-employment.

o SSA BENEFIT FILES: SSA benefit files are composed of

Title II, or Old Age, Survivors, Disability and Hospital

Insurance (OASDHI) benefits which include: retirement,
survivor, and disability benefits, as well as eligibility

for Medicare Parts A and B. Matching on this data base is

referred to as the Beneficiary Data Exchange, or BENDEX.

For purposes of this report the first three categories,

which consist of dollar amounts, are referred to as SSA

Benefit files. The last file, Medicare elfgiiltty status,

is referred to as a separate data source.

o SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME BENEFIT FILES: SSA also

maintains the Supplemental Security Income (SSI) files
which include all individuals who are entitled to SSI and

the amount they are entitled to receive monthly. This data
source is referred to as the State Data Exchange or SDX.
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o STATE TAX FILES: State tax files include all sources of

income and/or interest income. This is analogous to the
Internal Revenue Service's Form 1040 for income and Form

1099 for interest income.

o BANK RECORD FILES: These files contain either the savings

account or checking account balance individuals have in a

bank on any given day.

o DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR VEHICLE FILES: These files, maintained

by the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) in each state,

contain the owner's name for the make, model, and year of

every vehicle registered in the state. It also contains
the vehicle's serial and license numbers.

o AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN (AFDC) FILES: AFDC

is a federally-supported, state administered program

created by Title IV-A of the Social Security Act for
families in need. These state files contain the names and

benefit amounts of all persons receiving benefits from the
AFDC program.

o GENERAL ASSISTANCE (GA) FILES: General Assistance is a

generic term used to comprise all state and local programs

of continuing or emergency income assistance. These
programs are legislated, designed and funded at the state
and local level. This assistance is available to

individuals who are not eligible for federally-supported

assistance programs like AFDC. Like the AFDC files, these
state files contain the names and benefit amounts of all

persons receiving benefits from the program.

o MEDICAID FILES: These state files contain names of

individuals participating in Medicaid, a federally

supported medical program for the needy.

o MEDICARE FILES: These federal files contain names of

individuals eligible for Medicare Parts A and B, a federal

medical program that accompanies social security benefits.

o INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE (IRS) INTEREST INCOME FILES:
These federal files contain the information on an

individual's interest income, or 1099 Form.

o OTHER JURISDICTION'S WAGE FILES: These files contain wage

information from a state or territory other than the one

initiating the match.
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o OTHER JURISDICTION'S UI FILES: These files contain UI

information from a state or territory other than the one

initiating the match.

o OTHER JURISDICTION'S PA FILES: These files contain

information on individuals receiving public assistance
benefits in a state or territory other than the one

initiating the match.

o SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER (SSN) VALIDATION FILES: These

files, maintained by SSA, contain the master file for SSNs
and are used for assigning and validating social security
numbers.

o NATIONAL DISQUALIFICATION FILES: These files contain the

names and SSNs of individuals that have been disqualified

from the food stamp program nationwide.

o WORKERS COMPENSATION FILES: These state files include

names of individuals who have received workers compensation

insurance benefits, and the amount received.

o OTHER _PLOYMENT FILES: These state files contain the

information on individuals participating in employment

programs in the state such as those under the Job Training

Partnership Act or those employed by the state.

o STATE NON-ASSISTANCE FILES: This is a miscellaneous

category of state files. It includes vital statistics

files, lottery files, and other state and local files.

o FOOD STAMP FILES: These state files of all FS recipients

are used to ensure that food stamp applicants and
recipients do not participate in the program more than once

either by receiving benefits through a second household or

by applying in a second county.

o STATE ASSISTANCE FILES OTHER THAN THOSE PREVIOUSLY

IDENTIFIED: This is another miscellaneous category which

contains state assistance files. It contains child support
enforcement files, the state supplement to SSI and other
assistance files.

o FEDERAL FILES: These files contain federal employee or
retirement information.
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The most frequently accessed sources of data for computer

matching in the FSP are wages and UI benefits, which were

accessed by 77 (31%) and 72 (29%) of the computer matching

systems respectively. The third and fourth most frequently
accessed data sources are the SSA benefit files. Forty-one

(41), or 17% of the systems access the SDX system (SSI
benefits), while 38 or 15% of the systems access the Bendex

system (Title II benefits).

The fifth most frequently accessed data source is AFDC benefits,
used by 21 matching systems (8%). The census instrument

identified all of the matching systems that matched against non-

FSP data bases. Food Stamp and AFDC client files in most other

states are routinely checked as part of intake, often using an

automated integrated management information system, but this is

not considered a match by state officials. Therefore, the

census may not have identified all "internal" verification

systems. For example, the Texas welfare management information

system automatically reconciles benefits for all public

assistance recipients and Texas state officials do not consider

this a matching system.6__/

The sixth and seventh most often matched categories of data are
state non-welfare files and state assistance files other than

those previously identified. None of the data sources in these

miscellaneous categories are accessed by more than five of the

food stamp matching systems.7/

Currency of In order for the information on the data bases to be most use-
Information ful to the FSP, it should pertain to the same time period used

in Data for determining the benefit level. Respondents were asked to

Bases identify (1) how often each data source is updated and (2) how

much time elapses between the end of the time period covered by
the data and the time the data become available for matching.

Although these may appear to be straightforward issues, they are

in fact quite complex. In many states the two primary data

bases used for matching--wage records and UI records--are

/6--'Otherpublic assistance program files may be reconciled with

food stamp files through a management information system as
well.

Z/There are five (5) vital statistics data bases accessed by FSP

computer matching systems.
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actually updated continuously. For example, employers are

required to report quarterly earnings and, depending on the
state, must submit the reports no later than three months after

the reporting quarter has ended. In several states the data

file becomes available one month after the end of the quarter,

and is continuously or periodically (e.g. weekly, monthly)

updated to include employers who submit reports after that
time. In some states the FSA receives all updated files; in
other states the data file is not made available until after all

employer reports are entered, and the file is technically

updated only once per quarter. Thus, wage records always cover

one quarter, each individual's record is updated for each

quarter, but the data base may be updated more frequently. The

most current wage data could easily be for a quarter that ended

six to nine months earlier. This same type of complexity exists
with UI data.

Although most respondents knew how often they received files,

only a few knew how often the wage, UI and SSA information was

updated. Because of the complexity of this issue, the data are

somewhat unclear. Therefore, currency and frequency of

information by system is not presented in this report. These

factors will be examined in detail during the intensive third

phase of this study.

Time Information on two aspects of how much time is required to

Required to perform the entire matching process is presented in Appendix

Obtain Table A-7 and summarized here. Appendix Table A-7 identifies,
the Results system, how long it takes for the match to be performed from the

of the Match perspective of the food stamp agency. The results may be ob-

tained immediately, as in the case of on-line access which is

initiated by the local agency. The results may be obtained
overnight, if the state FSP initiates a match through a batch

process. If the state food stamp agency is the initiator of the
match, but the match must be performed in another agency or

department, the length of time for the results of the match to

come back from that agency or department may take up to a month
or more.

Table II.6 summarizes the length of time required to perform the
match on the 248 systems. The table shows that the most common

time lapse (76 systems) is overnight. This type of match is

usually handled at the state level. The results of 63 of the
matches took from one to four weeks to "turn around" and another

11 took a month or more. This type of match is usually handled

by an agency or department other than the food stamp agency.
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Table II.6

Length of Time Required to Perform the Match

by the Number of Food Stamp

Matching Systems

Timing of Match Number of Systems Percent

Immediately 53 21.4

LaterinDay 9 3.6

Overnight 76 30.7

2-6days 31 12.5

1-4weeks 63 25.0

1 MonthorMore 11 4.4

Varies 2 .8

Missing 4* 1.6

TOTAL 248 100

*Descriptive information on 4 of the systems is missing.
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Time Another potential time lag may occur between the time the state

Required receives the information and when the local agency receives the
for Local information that has resulted from the match. As summarized in

Offices to Table II.7, the results of front-end matching arrive at the

Receive the local offices in less than one day for 68 (49%) of the 138

Results of systems; and in two to six days for 59 (43%) of the systems.
the Match Appendix Table A-7 also includes this type of time lag for each

system. For on-going matching, information for a majority of

the systems (115 systems, 55%) arrives at the local offices in 2
to 7 days, and in less than one day for 63 (30%) of the

systems.

Thus, nearly all systems provide local offices with matching
information within one week of the initiation of the match: 92%

of front-end system and 85% of on-going systems.

Nature of An additional feature of a matching system is the nature of

Information information that local FS employees receive about the results of

Received the match, and there is tremendous variation across systems.

The local offices might receive the following types of
information on cases subjected to a match:

o Ail information from the data sources on all cases checked.

o Information from the data source only for those cases where

some discrepant information was identified.

o Information from the data source only for those cases with

some minimum amount of income (frequently called a
tolerance or threshold) identified.

o Information only on those cases where some specified amount

of discrepancy was identified, that is, a predetermined

difference between the income the food stamp recipient
reports and that which the matching system reports.

The first type of information provides local staff with
extensive data on all cases, and could require substantial time

at the local level to type of information provides data on any discrepant

information identified by the matching system on such items as

income, address, SSN or program status. This method requires

less screening on the part of local staff, although some

discrepant cases may not require further action. For example,
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Table II.7

Length of Time Required for Results of Food Stamp
Matching to Reach Local Offices,

by Number of Matching Systems

Time Lapse for Local Front-End On-Going
Receipt of Match Number of Number of

Information Systems Percent Systems Percent

LessThanOne-Day 60 43.2 49 23.1

Overnight 8 5.8 14 6.6

2-6Days 58 41.7 115 54.2

1-3Weeks 10 7.2 28 13.2

1-4Months 1 .7 3 1.4

Missing 2* 1.4 3* 1.4

Total 139 100 212 100

*Descriptive information on 5 systems is missing.

26



the matching source might report an address that conflicts with

the address the recipient reported, but if the local agency

knows the recipient has moved, this requires no further action.

The third type of information, a tolerance or threshold, screens

out those cases with discrepant information that are unlikely to

require further action by local workers. For instance, a state

may screen out those cases in which a recipient received $500 or

less income in a given quarter, because such small amounts of
income are not likely to change the benefits a household is

entitled to or its eligibility status.

The final type of information, based on discrepancy levels, also

screens out discrepant information which is unlikely to require

further action. A discrepancy level is different from a
threshold in that it relates the information provided by the

food stamp recipient to the information in the match system.
For example, if the state has set a discrepancy level of $300

income for a quarter, information from the results of a match is

forwarded to the local office only if the income identified is
at least $300 different than the amount that is on the FS file

based on recipient reported information.

Respondents were asked to describe in general what information

locals offices receive from each matching system, but because

the intent of the questions was to obtain a better understanding

of the various forms of information retrieval, it cannot be
summarized by system. This issue will be addressed further in

Phases 2 and 3 of the study.

This chapter summarized the characteristics of the 248 computer

matching systems currently in use in the food stamp program

nationwide. The next chapter describes the use of these systems
by state.
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III. STATE ROLES AND POLICIES ON COMPUTER MATCHING

A. INTRODUCTION

To completely understand computer matching in the food stamp
program, it is useful to examine the topic from both a system

and a state perspective. While the previous chapter examined

system features, this chapter examines computer matching using a
state (as opposed to system level) focus. This level of

analysis provides insight into the role of the states in the

matching process, and enables one to view states in terms of

their various approaches to computer matching.

Section B provides general information including the distribu-
tion of systems among states, the extent that a state's entire

caseload is matched, and a general discussion of the data bases

used by states. Section C details the interaction of state and

local food stamp offices in the matching process, and section D

discusses special matching activities that have been undertaken

by state FSA's. The final section summarizes state respondents'

perceptions about the effectiveness of computer matching and

their general impressions about the new IEVS requirements.

B. GENERAL FEATURES OF STATE COMPUTER MATCHING POLICIES

Distribution Chapter II described the 248 computer matching systems

of Matching identified nationwide. As of August 1986, only one state,

Systems Ohio, reported that it did not conduct any computer matching
on a routine basis for food stamp applicants or recipients.l/

Ail other states plus the District of Columbia, Guam and the

Virgin Islands did conduct computer matching for food stamp

applicants and/or recipients. Table 1.1 in Chapter I summarized

the different computer matching systems in operation in each

state. Table III.1 here and Table A-1 in the Appendix show the
distribution of these 248 systems among the states and jurisdic-

tions. The number of systems range from one (in Nevada,

Virginia and the Virgin Islands) to eleven (in Missouri), with

most states having four or five different computer matching
systems.

Coverage of States typically do some type of matching on their entire
FSP Caseload food stamp caseload using both front-end and on-going

procedures. Nearly all states (48) use front-end matching

(see Table A-15 in the Appendix). The five state/jurisdictions

that reported doing no front-end matching in 1986 are Iowa,

i_/Ohio does conduct computer matching for AFDC and those food
stamp recipients who also receive AFDC are subject to match-
ing. At the time of the survey, Ohio was planning to implement

computing matching in the FSP in 1987 in accordance with IEVS.
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Table III.1

Distribution of Computer Matching Systems
Used in State

Food Stamp Programs, 1986

Number of Matching Systems Number of States/ Percent

Used by State FS Programs Jurisdictions

No computermatchingfor FSP 1 1.9

OnematchingsystemforFSP 3 5.7

Two matchingsystemsfor FSP 3 5.7

Three matchingsystems for FSP 6 11.3

Four matchingsystems for FSP 13 24.5

Five matching systems for FSP 14 26.4

Six matchingsystemsfor FSP 3 5.7

Seven matching systems for FSP 3 5.7

Eight matching systems for FSP 5 9.4

Nine or more matching systems
forFSP 2 3.8

Total 53 100
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North Dakota, Ohio, Washington, and the Virgin Islands. Ail of

the other 48 states and territories have at least one system

which matches their entire new applicant caseload (see Appendix

Table A-16).

Ail states and Jurisdictions except Ohio routinely conducted

computer matching on active food stamp cases in 1986 (on-going

matching). Of these states, only two (Alabama and Minnesota)

did not have a system which matched their entire on-going

caseload (see Table A-17 in the Appendix). Alabama conducts on-

going matching only for clients receiving unemployment insurance

or those considered "potential" unemployment insurance

beneficiaries (e.g., those with strong work histories).

Minnesota does not conduct on-going matches for children in FSP

cases, restricting its matching to adults. (The census did not

specifically ask whether a state matches on all clients or only
adults, so it is possible that Minnesota's policy of only

matching adults is more common. The survey of local FSAs in

Phase 2 of the program operations study includes specific

questions about matching on adults versus children, and that

information can be used to supplement the state information

reported in this document)

Though other states may restrict their matching to adults, the

overall coverage of states' FSP caseload appears to be extensive

in that nearly all cases were covered by some matching system.

Data Sources A variety of data sources are used by states in the course

for Routine of their routine computer matching activities. Wages and

State unemployment insurance are the major types of information

Computer on food stamp clients that are verified. Consequently, the
Matching various state wage reporting agencies are the largest sources

of data to the food stamp agencies. The Social Security Admin-

istration, by providing SSA wages and benefits as well as sup-
plemental payments made to the aged, blind and disabled (SSI
benefits) is an additional source of wage and income data.

Banks and state motor vehicle departments are utilized by FSA's

because they are sources of asset information.

Sources of data routinely matched by state agencies are sum-
marized in Table III.2 and presented in more detail in Appendix

Tables A-2 and A-14. Table III.2 corresponds to Table II.5

which summarized the data sources by matching system. The two
most prevalent sources are unemployment insurance files and

employer wage reports. Forty-eight states (91% of all

states/jurisdictions) match against UI files and 45 states (85%)
match wage records. The next most common data bases are SSA

files on individuals receiving SSI benefits (34 states, 64% of
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Table III.2

Number and Percentage of

States Using Data Bases

for Computer Matching in

the Food Stamp Program

Data Bases Number of States Percent States

UI Benefits 48 90.6

DESWages 45 84.9
SSIBenefits 34 64.2

SSABenefits 32 60.4

AFDC 14 26.4

OtherNon-Welfare 12 22.6

OtherStateAssist. 12 22.6

FS Duplication 10 18.9
DMV 9 17.0

SSAWage 8 15.1

FederalDisqual. g 15.1
Medicaid 7 13.2

SSA/SSN 7 13.2

SSAEmployment 6 11.3
OtherJuris.PA 6 11.3

WorkersComp. 5 9.4
Bank 4 7.5

GeneralAssistance 4 7.5

Medicare 4 7.5

OtherJuris.Wage 3 5.7
OtherJuris.UI 3 5.7

StateTax 2 3.8

OtherEmployment 2 3.8
OtherFederal 2 3.8

1099Tax 1 1.9
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all states) and individuals receiving Social Security retirement

or survivor benefits (32 states, 60% of all states).

A significant number of states also conduct routine matching

against other files in the welfare agency. In 14 states (26% of

all states), the food stamp files are routinely matched against
AFDC files, 4 states (8%) match against general assistance

files, and 7 states (13%) match against Medicaid. Ten states

(19%) reported that one of the routine matches checks for an

individual's duplicate participation in food stamps. In many
other states AFDC and FS records are routinely checked as part

of the regular certification process, especially if the client

management information systems for food stamps, AFDC, Medicaid

and GA are integrated. Agencies with integrated management

systems where routine verification is done as part of the intake

process, however, were not identified as computer matching

systems for the purposes or this study.

The primary data sources used by states are summarized below.

Wage Information. Wage data are accessed by FSA's through a
variety of sources. As Table III.3 shows, the most common

source of wage information is the state's own wage-reporting

agency or, in the case of several states, the state Department

of Revenue or Tax Board. Forty-five states access wage records

from either an employer wage reporting system or an equivalent

file through the state tax system. Eight states/jurisdictions

compare client reported wages against wages reported to the

Social Security Adminstration (SSA wages). Three jurisdictions
(D.C., Missouri and Utah) examine wage records from both sources

(i.e., using both wages reported by employers to the state wage

reporting agency as well as wages reported to SSA). Three

states (Nebraska, Ohio, and Rhode Island) reported no computer

matching on wages from any source in 1986.

Unemployment Insurance Files. Unemployment Insurance files are

used for matching in 48 states and jurisdictions. These files
can provide not only information on current benefit amounts, but

also a record of the benefits paid for up to five previous

quarters. Some state wage files identify employers and note how

much money is left in the beneficiary's UI account.

Social Security Administration Data. The Social Security
Administration is a primary source of information to states.

States use three types of SSA data for matching: (1) Nine
states match against SSA Wages - wages on which social security

taxes were paid (either through an employer or by self-employed

individuals); (2) thirty-two states match SSA Benefits -
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Table III.3

States' Use of Wage Information
by Source of Data

Number of Jurisdiction

Source States Percent

Only State Wage Reporting Agency 42 79.2

Only Social Security Administration 5 9.4

Both SSA and State reportedwages 3 5.7

No wage matching from either source 3 5.7

Total 53 100
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individual social security retirement or survivor benefits; and
(3) thirty-four states match SSI Benefits - individual

Supplemental Security Income benefits. Table III.4 shows the
number of states with access to each of these three types of

information, and Appendix Table A-14 provides specific detail.

Bank Matches. Financial institution (bank) matching is con-

ducted on a routine basis by four states: Connecticut, Hawaii,

Maine and Massachusetts. This generally consists of the welfare

agency arranging for periodic matching with banks. The agency

submits a list of social security numbers to the banks

participating in the match, then the banks provide information

on those with accounts on the day the match fs conducted. The

banks, for example, provide the balance in the account on that

day. States do not have direct access to bank files.

Department of Motor Vehicles. Department of Motor Vehicles
files are matched routinely by nine Jurisdictions (Arizona,

D.C., Hawaii, Illinois, Maine, Michigan, New York, North

Carolina and Utah). These files generally include motor

vehicles registered to an individual, and in some cases the
value of the vehicle.

C. STATE AND LOCAL ROLES IN COMPUTER MATCHING

The process of computer matching involves activities at both the

state and local levels. The census represents an initial
attempt to examine the roles of the different levels, as

summarized in this section. The second phase of the study will

focus on local procedures and activities involved in matching

and will discuss the role of computer matching in certification,

recertification, fraud detection and the establishment of
claims, activities which more naturally fall under the

jurisdiction of the local office. In order to have a broad

understanding of computer matching as it is used in the food

stamp program, it is useful to examine the distribution and

coordination of responsibilities between the state and local

offices. Three specific types of activities were addressed in

the census: (1) state and local interaction for conducting a

match, (2) case actions taken as a result of a match, and (3)

requirements states establish for local office reporting on the

outcomes of matching.

State and The computer matching process begins when an individual applies

Local for food stamps, or when a food stamp recipient is subject to
Interaction periodic recertiftcation.

Durin$
Matching
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Table III.4

Number of States Using

Social Security Administration Files

For Computer Matching

in the Food Stamp Program

Number of States/

SSA Data Jurisdictions Percent

SSAWages 8 15.1

SSABenefits 32 60.4

SSIBenefits 34 64.2
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The actual initiation of a match (i.e., action that triggers a
match) can occur at either the local level or the state level.

The local office may have direct access to the data base,

allowing local staff to conduct the match (in 102 of the 248

systems - 42% - local offices have this direct access). More

often, the local agency must either request that the state

conduct a match or a state office routinely initiates matches.

Regardless of whether the local agency or state office accesses

the data base, the information is usually obtained in one of two

ways.

First, in most cases, a list of clients is sent to the agency

maintaining the data base (either the state welfare/FSA agency
or an outside agency). Within the census this is called batch

access, and all states (except Ohio) have at least one batch

matching system. As discussed in Chapter II, batch matching is

generally used for on-going verification of active food stamp
cases, on a weekly, monthly, quarterly, or annual basis, or at

recertification. With batch matching, the agency performs the

match and the information is received after some time delay

ranging from a few hours to more than a month after the request
is first made.

Alternatively, the state or local office may be equipped with

computers that have direct access to files maintained for

matching, and be able to retrieve the information immediately

(called on-line access). On-line access is generally used for

initial certification or investigative purposes. In 1986,

twenty-six states had local on-line access for at least one
computer matching system.

Regardless of the type of access, once the local office has

received the data, local staff then are responsible for
processing cases with discrepant information.

Case There is considerable local variation in terms of action taken

Activity as as a result of matching. First, all discrepant information
a Result of must be reconciled. Clients may be contacted by phone or asked

the Matching to come into the office to clarify the discrepancy. If neces-
sary, a third party might be contacted (usually an employer).
In many cases, the caseworker can clarify the inconsistency

without any contact with the client or other persons. (Specific

local reconciliation methods will be examined in phase 3 of this

study).

Should attempts to reconcile the two sources of information
fail, and a true over-issuance is identified as a result of

computer matching, it is then the responsibility of the local
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office to initiate a claim on that case to recapture past

overpayments. As described in the Claims Collection Systems'

report for the FSPOS, computer matching of wages is a major
factor involved in the detection of over-issuances. When asked

to rank the relative effectiveness of the various methods of

identifying over-issuances (included among the several

possibilities were Quality Control reviews and recertification

reviews), computer matching of wages was among the three most

highly ranked methods in 36 of the 53 state agencies.2_/

Reporting There is much variation in terms of what local FSAs report

Information to the state agency about computer matching. Twenty-two

on Matching states and Jurisdictions require local offices to submit
some reports related to their matching activities; eleven

require reports on some front-end matching systems; twenty-one

require reports on some on-going matching systems.

Table III.5 s,,mmarizes the status of reporting that these states

require. Four states (Kansas, New Jersey, Washington and

Wyoming) require that a "turnaround document, or tear sheet

attached to each matched case, be completed on each "hit".
Wyoming uses turnaround documents for all three of its matching

systems (all are batch); New Jersey uses them for both of the

on-going batch systems, and Washington uses it for its batch

wage matching. The turnaround documents are attached to cases
matched by batch systems and sent from the state office to local

offices; local staff then report resolutions back to the
state. In Kansas, local staff complete the turn-around document

for each case on which duplicate participation is identified
through the on-line matching system.

Fourteen state agencies require local offices to submit regular

aggregate reports on the resolution of "hits" from at least some

of their matching systems. These reports generally are to

include number of "hits", number reconciled, and number referred

to the claims unit. Three states require locals to report the
number of claim referrals that result from matching.

Three observations can be made regarding reporting data on
computer matching activity. First, few states routinely
maintain information on the number of hits or the resolution of

hits. Table A-6 in the Appendix indicates that 23 states have

some type of activity/outcome data on on-going matching.

_/Sharon K. Long, Final State Census Report: Claims Collection

S__stem, Mathematica Policy Research, 1986.
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Table III.5

States Requiring Local Reports

on Computer Matching Activity

in the Food Stamp Program

States Requiring States Requiring Some

Nature of Some Reporting on Reporting on On-Going
Reporting Front-end Matching Matching

Turnaround KS (1 of 4 systems) KS (1 of 6 systems)

Document on WY (2 of 2 systems) NJ (2 of 2 systems)

eachmatch WA (1 of 3 systems)
WY (3 of 3 systems)

Aggregate FL (1 of 1 system) DE (2 of 2 systems)

Resolution GA (1 of 2 systems) FL (3 of 3 systems)

of hits MN (3 of 3 systems) GA (1 of 3 systems)

NM (1 of 1 system) HI (3 of 3 systems)

NY (1 of 2 systems) IA (1 of 4 systems)

RI (3 of 5 systems) MI (2 of 4 systems)

GU (5 of 5 systems) MN (3 of 3 systems)
NM (3 of 3 systems)

NY (1 of 3 systems)

PA (1 of 3 systems)
RI (3 of 5 systems)

TX (1 of 3 systems)

WA (2 of 3 systems)

GU (4 of 4 systems)

Numberof Claim CA (2 of 3 systems)

Referrals and/ CT (1 of 5 systems)

or Amount LA (2 of 6 systems)

Number of Duplt- NE (1 of 5 systems)

cate Participa-

tion Attempts

Reporting Infor- MI (1 of 1 system) VI (1 of 1 system)

mation Not Spec-
ified in Census

Total States/ 11 22
Jurisdictions
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However, these reports cover only 46 of the 107 systems used for

on-going matching. Only four states maintain any data on

outcomes of front-end matching, covering five of the 35 systems

used for front-end matching. States do not regularly produce

such reports, but several respondents indicated they could

provide the information with additional programming and analysis

(which was not requested for this study). It is possible,

however, that local offices maintain more summary data, and that
will be addressed in phases 2 and 3 of this study.

Second, although 22 states require some reporting, very few

states require local offices to submit information about

matching from all systems. Four states with only batch matching

do require reports on all matching from all systems (Florida,

Minnesota, Wyoming and Guam). Five states require reports on

all on-going matching (Delaware, Hawaii, New Jersey, New Mexico,
and the Virgin Islands), and all of these except one in Delaware

are batch systems. Only two states require reports from locals

on all front-end matching: Michigan, from its daily on-line
match with DMV files, and New Mexico, from its on-line system
that includes wage, UI, SSA and welfare agency information.

Third, even in states that do maintain data on matching, several

respondents noted that either the local reports were not

consistently received, or that some information was not

completely accurate. Since respondents were not asked about
data accuracy and consistency, it is not known how serious a

limination this is. Phase 3 of the study will examine the

entire matching process and reporting in more detail. See
Appendix Tables A-12 and A-13 for detailed information by system

and state regarding the frequency and content of reports.

D. SPECIAL MATCHES CONDUCTED BY STATES

In addition to the routine matching functions undertaken on a
regular basis, some states use their data processing cap-

abilities to perform one-time only or "special" matches. The

two broad categories for this type of match are (1) state-

directed test matches using in-state files from other programs
or the various data files of a neighboring jurisdiction, and (2)

matching against federally-generated data bases.

Thirty state agencies reported special matching using at least

one type of special match, and 15 of those agencies had

conducted more than one type of special match during the last

two years. Twenty-three state agencies reported no special
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matching activities in their state during the last two years.

Table A-18 in the Appendix summarizes these results. Special

matching is generally regarded enthusiastically by the state

respondents because it provides an opportunity to develop and

test potentially useful matches by analyzing the cost and

results without fully implementing an entire system.

A description of each type of special match, and the number of

states that reported conducting each type at least once over the

past two years, is presented below. Table A-18 in the Appendix

identifies specific states that have conducted each type of

special match.

o NEIGHBORING JURISDICTION MATCHES ON PUBLIC ASSISTANCE

FILES: This type of matching involves state matching of the

food stamp files against the FS, AFDC and/or other public

assistance programs' files from a neighboring jurisdiction.
(15 states)

o NEIGHBORING JURISDICTION MATCHES ON EARNED INCOME: This

type of matching involves state matching of the food stamp

file against the wage or unemployment compensation files of

a neighboring jurisdiction. (9 states)

o ASSET MATCHES: This category includes matching information

on food stamp clients against records from financial
institutions, such as banks and credit bureaus and also

includes the matching of motor vehicle and recreational

vehicle (including boats) registration records. (8 states)

o SSN VERIFICATION MATCHES: This category of matching

includes any matches involving interface with the Social

Security Administration in attempting to verify or validate

the Social Security Numbers of food stamp appliants or
recipients. (2 states)

o FEDERAL FILE MATCHES: This category involves matching
against federally-generated files including retired civil

service employees, the INS-deported alien file or the

federal food stamp disqualification file. (8 states)

o FNS-REGIONAL MATCH: This category includes special

requests from FNS to match the Food Stamp files against

wages, benefits and/or food stamp files of states within a
particular region. (5 states)

By far the most frequently mentioned type of special match was

the match with the public assistance programs in neighboring
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jurisdictions, used by fifteen states. Interstate welfare/FS
matching often becomes routine after the state tries it on a

special or demonstration basis. For example, Kansas and
Missouri matched their entire welfare and FS files on a trial
basis in 1984 and then the interstate match became routine in

1985.

In contrast, only nine states conducted special matches with the

wage or unemployment compensation files of a neighboring

jurisdiction. A state might only be interested in this type
of match if a substantial number of residents cross state lines

in order to work. Coordinating with neighboring wage agencies

is probably more difficult than coordinating with neighboring

welfare agencies. These might be two reasons why special

matches with other welfare agencies are more common than those

with other states' wage and UI agencies.

Special intra-state matches have been conducted in ten states.

For example, Texas matched its food stamp files against several

state agencies' files, including the Department of Health (for

vital statistics) and the Department of Corrections (for incar-

cerated individuals). Illinois described a demonstration
project in which their food stamp files were matched against

various state records including vital statistics, school

attendance, and active and retired state employees. Most of

these types of special matches do not become part of the routine

matching activities of the state but appear to serve more as

periodic checks for fiscal accountability.

Eight states have conducted special asset matches with local
institutions. Most of these have been with financial

institutions and have examined the presence of bank accounts and

balances in accounts. Ail states which included matching

against assets such as vehicles (automobiles, boats, or

recreational vehicles) are also included in this category in

Table A-18 of the Appendix.

Eight states also mentioned performing special matching using

some kind of federally-generated file. California and Texas

performed a special match using the retired federal employees
file, Oklahoma matched against a list of deported aliens,

Pennsylvania performed a special match using files from the
Immigration and Naturalization Service at the request of FNS,

and Rhode Island conducted a Bendex wage match on a one-time

only basis. Wyoming used the federal disqualified FS recipients

file, and two states mentioned an experimental Social Security
number validation match.
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Perceptions The general comments about computer matching were almost
of Effec- uniformly positive and most respondents were anticipating

tiveness the development of new, more efficient matching systems or

networks in the future. Most felt the wage and UI matches were

generally the most effective matches in terms of reducing the
number of erroneous certifications. States with matching

systems that include joint access to wage and UI data listed

those systems as the most effective in reducing certifications
and error rates. Overall the UI portion of the joint matching

system or the separate UI match was generally considered to be

the most useful since the UI files report current benefits.

That is, the UI information reports income for the same period
that is relevant for determining food stamp eligibility and
benefit levels.

In fact, although wage and UI matching were the systems most

frequently mentioned as being effective, several respondents
expressed dissatisfaction with wage matching, especially for

front-end matching, because the earnings files have at least a

three-month time lag; and in some states the most recent
earnings might be as old as one year. Thus, wage files,

according to some respondents, may be used as indicators of

possible employment, suggesting which recipients work status

should be monitored most closely, but not for verifying income.

There were fewer comments about other data bases. A few

respondents noted that the SSA wage and SSI (SDX) files are very

useful in identifying unreported income, but at least as many

other respondents complained that the SSA data are too old to be
useful.

Reactions The new IEVS regulations could require major changes to

to IEVS existing state computer matching policies. Three aspects

of the regulations that they feel are particularly burdensome:

(1) the requirement to match on employer wage-reporting data,
IRS data and SSA wage data; (2) the requirement to conduct

matching on all food stamp clients; and (3) the requirement that

100% of all "hits" be "followed up" within 30 days. Although

respondents were not specifically asked about IEVS which will

become part of the regulation as of October 1, 1986, they were

given an opportunity to add their own general comments related

to computer matching. Many of the general comments were related
to IEVS.

The most negative reactions to IEVS reflected concerns about (1)

the currency and accuracy of the data bases required for
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matching, (2) the duplication of effort that is likely to occur

by matching against IRS and SSA wages when most states already

conduct wage matches using data from their own wage reporting
agencies, and (3) the 30-day follow-up requirement.

The reporting requirements under IEVS evoked many direct and
concise comments. Several respondents felt that it is

unrealistic to expect a completed follow-up on "hits" within 30

days after receipt of the information, since as one mentioned,
"each print-out contains tens of thousands of cases". This is

presumably a concern in those states that do not use discrepancy

or income criteria to pre-screen matched cases. Some

respondents felt that administrative and paperwork costs

associated with matching will increase, as well as coordination

required with other agencies. For example, one respondent

explained that his FSA will now be required to establish new

coordination with three or more agencies.

Additionally, several respondents expressed concern that states

may no longer have the discretion to set discrepancy levels and

tolerances, and that FSAs would thus have little flexibility in

establishing effective matching policies. A number of persons

commented that they are already undertaking matches which they

feel are most effective, and a few felt that the requirement to
match on all clients was not cost-effective. Some states now

conduct wage matching only for adults, for example, and feel the

required match on clients of all ages is wasteful and
inefficient.

A few respondents in states that do not currently conduct

extensive matching were also concerned that the new regulations

will require substantial investment of state funds for

increasing their programming and data processing capabilities,
and some felt there was not enough assistance being provided by

the federal office for technical development of systems.

Although the comments about IEVS generally reflected concern

about the increased effort required of states, a few respondents

did have positive reactions. Several agencies mept_nned that

although the IRS data are not timely, matching on the IRS data

base will at least provide some access to financial resources

and unearned income that has not previously been available.

Similarly, in states where wage matching is not currently done,

respondents view IEVS as a positive catalyst that was needed to

allow development of a wage matching system.
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Although many concerns were raised about the requirement that

follow-up be conducted (and completed) within 30 days and the

associated tracking costs involved, there were no specific
comments about the requirement that 100% of the "hits" be

followed-up. It is possible that those states which currently

have detailed procedures for follow-up already require all
"hits" to be reconciled/followed-up (although few of these

states have reporting systems that allow for determination of

whether all the hits are actually followed-up). In contrast, in

states that currently do not have formal policies on follow-up,

the respondents to this census may not know if 100% is excessive
or not, since local agencies have substantial discretion in

defining a "hit". This issue will be more directly addressed

after the second phase of the program operations study.

E. SUMMARY

In summary, there is much variation across states in their

policies concerning computer matching, and within each state,

there is variation by type of matching system. Ail states and

jurisdictions except Ohio conducted some type of computer

matching on food stamp applicants and/or recipients in mid-
1986. Most states had four or five different matchingo

systems. The mostcommon sources of data for matching are

unemployment insurance payments and employer-reported wages.

All states (except Ohio) have at least one batch system for
matching, and twenty-six states have at least one on-line

system. It is clear that computer matching in the FSP is quite

extensive, and that, given the new IEVS requirements, develop-

ment of new systems is likely to continue over the next few

years.
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IV. STATE COMPUTER MATCHING TYPOLOGIES

The structured nature of the data collected in the census allows

for the development of descriptive state typologies. Several of

the characteristics of state policies and activities regarding

computer matching in the food stamp program were isolated and

used as the basis for comparison of computer matching operations
across states. The mode of access which a local office uses in

conducting the matches, the range of information covered by the

data bases accessed, the level of involvement or intensity of

state policy with regard to computer matching and the historical

background of matching within a state agency form the basis for
the comparative dimensions and the subsequent development of

state typologies. The first section of this chapter defines the
comparative dimensions and the second section discusses some

general state comparisons that can be made using the typlogies

developed.

A. SPECIFICATION OF THE COMPARATIVE DIMENSIONS

The following four dimensions form the basis for development of
the descriptive state typologies:

o Mode of access

o Range of data bases

o Intensity of state policies

o Maturity of matching operations

The first three dimensions were created by combining several

independent characteristics identified by the census, the fourth

is a single descriptive characteristic.

The first dimension on which states can be compared is based on
the method with which local offices in a state access the data

bases for regular matching purposes. Matching, as discussed

previously, can be conducted through on-line or batch

processing. The following categories define the "mode of
access" dimension:

o No routine matching on food stamp participants. (one
state)

o Batch matching only. (25 states)

o Essentially all matching is done by batch processing, but

local staff do have on-line access to at least one non-wage

data file (e.g., DMV files, vital statistics ffles).
(7 states)
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o Both batch and on-line matching are routinely done, and

local staff have on-line access to major matching data
bases, including wage information. (20 states)

The second dimension for state comparison "the range of data

bases", involves the level and type of data base utilization by
a state. This dimension reflects whether a state uses only the

information from the most common data bases (i.e., wage records,

unemployment insurance and/or the Social Security files), or
whether those commmon data sources are supplemented with

information from other external files such as DMV, Banks, or

from the records of other states. The "data range" categories
are as follows:

o No data used routinely for matching food stamp

participants. (one state)

o Wage, UI and/or SSA data plus internal agency files such as

AFDC or dupliate FS participation. (25 states)

o Wage, UI and/or SSA data plus internal agency files plus

other external files (e.g., vital statistics, DMV,
Banks). (27 states)

The third dimensions "intensity of state policy", consists of

eight categories which together define; (1) whether matching is

specifically done for applicants (i.e., front-end matching), or

solely for recipients (i.e., on-going matching); and (2) how

frequently on-going matching is conducted. The eight

"intensity" categories are:

o No computer matching is routinely conducted on food stamp

participants, but those participants who are also receiving

AFDC are included in the regular AFDC matches. (one state)

o No special front-end matching is conducted on food stamp

applicants, but regular quarterly matching is conducted on

the entire caseload. Thus, all participants are subject to
a match at least quarterly. (one state)

o No special front-end matching is conducted on food stamp

applicants, but regular monthly matching is conducted that

includes all cases. Thus, all participants are subject to

a match at least monthly. (8 states)
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o Ail new food stamp applicants each week, month or quarter

are subject to matching, and regular matching on the entire
caseload is conducted quarterly or at recertiffcation. (3

states)

o Ail new food stamp applicants each week or each month are

subject to matching, and regular matching on the entire

caseload is conduced weekly or monthly. (10 states)

o Ail new food stamp applicants are subject to matching

either immediately at intake or within twenty-four hours,

and regular quarterly matching is conducted on the entire
caseload. (7 states)

o Ail new food stamp applicants are subject to matching

either immediately at intake or within twenty-four hours,

and regular monthly matching is conducted on the entire

caseload. (15 states)

o Ail new food stamp applicants are subject to matching

either immediately at intake or within twenty-four hours,

and regular weekly matching is conducted on the entire

caseload. (4 states)

The fourth factor and final dimension for comparing states, "the

maturity of matching operations" is based on the length of time

for which a state has been conducting computer matching on food

stamp participants. The four "maturity" categories are:

o Computer matching on food stamp participants conducted as

early as 1978.

o Computer matching on food stamp participants initiated
between 1979 and 1983. (15 states)

o Computer matching on food stamp participants initiated

between 1984 and 1986. (26 states)

o No regular matching on food stamp participants as of 1986.
(one state)

B. CATEGORIZATION OF THE STATES

The four dimensions are by no means the only important

characteristics of state computer matching policies, but they do

represent several of the critical differences among states in

their approaches toward computer matching. These
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characteristics were examined more closely to determine whether

there are any patterns or relationships among them that might

allow states to be categorized, or grouped together, based on

common approach to computer matching. Tables IV.l, IV.2, IV.3,
and IV.4 characterize all states on each of the four dimensions

defined above. Although there are no obvious patterns or

relationships among these four dimensions, the categorizations

do provide a way to group states together based on similar
characteristics.

Two primary characteristics of computer matching are the

frequency with which states conduct matching and the types of
data bases accessed. These two dimensions were used to

categorize states; and the two-dimensional typology is presented

in Table IV.5. This typology suggests at least two ways that
states might be grouped together for further examination of

computer matching.l_/

First, about half the states limit their matching to the primary

sources of data (UI, wage, SSA and files internal to the

welfare/food stamp agency), the other half also match against
some other external data bases (e.g., department of motor

vehicles, banks, tax agencies). Additionally, Table IV.5
indicates that 20 of the 26 states that use additional external

files also conduct matching very frequent. Sixteen of these

conduct monthly matching on the entire FS caseload, and four

conduct weekly matching on the entire FS caseload. This may
suggest that those state agencies that use many data bases and

conduct matches on a relatively frequent basis are perhaps

similar in other ways. For example, these policies may reflect

a high priority on computer matching, although it is not clear
whether using more data bases and conducting more frequent

matches is more effective than using one or two data bases and
conducting less frequent matches. This categorization of

states, however, does allow identification of states that are

more or less similar on these two dimensions, a categorization

which could be a proxy for the priority given to computer

matching.

1--/Threeother two-way typologtes were examined; "intensity" by
"maturity", "data base by maturity" and "mode by intensity".

The typology described in the following paragraphs, however,
exemplifies the kind of insights from this type of

categorization.
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Table IV.1

Categortastion of States by

Intensity of Computer Hitching Policies
Al of 1986

No Pgm; BO rim; Wkly/Nmthly Wkly/Nnthly Innod. raN; Xnned. rEM; lumud, raN;

Ia rs Quarterly Monthly FiN; Otrly/ WiN; Wkly/ 9uirturly !onthly Weekly

State Matching Ongoing Onqoin9 Racers Ongoing Nnthly Ongoing Onloing Ongoing Ongoing

Alabana ·
Alaska

AriZona ·
Arkansas ·
California X
Colorado ·
Connecticut

Delaware ·

Dzst. of Col. ·
Florida ·

Georgia ·
Hawaii ·
Idaho ·

Illznois ·
Indiana ·

Iowa ·
Kansas ·

·entucky
Louisiana ·

Maine ·

Maryland Z
Massachusetts g

Michigan ·
Minnesota ·

Mississippi ·
Missouri ·
Montana ·
Nohrlskl l
Nevada ·

· ow Haupahire ·

How Jersey ·
New Mexico ·
New York ·
North Carolina ·

North Dakota X
Ohio i
Oklahoma Z

Ocegon ·

Pennsylvania
Rhode Island X
South Carolina ·

South Dakota ·

Tennessee ·

Teens ·
Utah ·
VerBoRt ·

Virginia ·
Washington ·

West Virginia ·
wisconsin ·

Wyoming X
Guou ·

Virgin Islands ·

TOTAL I I 8 ] lO ? 15 4

NISS_ng: 4



Table IV.2

Range of Data Bases Used for
Computer Matching, by State

Vage/UI/SSA/ Wage/UI/SSA/
& Agency Data Agency & Other No FSP

State Only Data Hatching

Alabama X
Alaska X
Arizona X
Arkansas X
California X
Colorado X
Connecticut X
Delaware X
Dist. of Col. X
Florida X
Georgia X
Hawaii X
Idaho X
Illinois X
Indiana X
Iowa X
Kansas X
Kentucky X
Louisiana X
Maine X

Maryland X
Massachusetts X
Michigan X
Minnesota X

Mississippi X
Missouri X
Montana X
Nebraska X
Nevada X
New Hampshire X
Ney Jersey X
New Mexico X
New York X
North Carolina X
North Dakota X
Ohio X
Oklahoma X

Oregon X
Pennsylvania X
Rhode Island X
South Carolina X
South Dakota X
Tennessee X
Texas X
Utah X
Veraont X

Virginia X
Washington X
Vest Virginia X
Visconsin X
Wyoming X
Guam X

Virgin Islands X

Total 25 27 1
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Iable 1¥.3

Mode of Access for

Computer Matching Procedures
By State

Mostly Batch/ Both Batch
On-line Access and On-line

All Batch to Non-wage Including No
State Matching Data Va&e Data Matching

Alabama X
Alaska X
Arizona X
Arkansas X
California X
Colorado X
Connecticut X
Delavare X
Dist. of Col. X
Florida X
Georgia X
Hawaii X
Idaho X
Illinois X
Indiana X
Iowa X
Kansas X
Kentucky X
Louisiana X
Maine X
Maryland X
Massachusetts X
Michigan X
Minnesota X
Mississippi X
Missouri X
Montana X
Nebraska X
Nevada X
New Hampshire X
New Jersey X
New Mexico X
Ney York X
North Carolina X
North Dakota X
Ohio X
Oklahoma X
Oregon X
Pennsylvania X
Rhode Island X
South Carolina X
South Dakota X
Tennessee X
Texas X
Utah X
Vermont X

Virginia X
Washington X
West Virginia X
Wisconsin X
Vyoming X
Guam X

Virgin Islands X

Total 25 7 20 1
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Table IV._

Maturity of Computer Matching Operations
By State

Earliest Year for Matching in FSP

Prior to 1979- 1984- No FSP Matching
State 1979 1983 1986 as of 1986

Alabama X
Alaska X
Arizona X
Arkansas X
California X
Colorado X
Connecticut X
Delaware X
Dist. of Col. X
Florida X
Georgia X
Hawaii X
Idaho X
Illinois X
Indiana X
Iowa X
Kansas X

Kentucky X
Louisiana X
Maine X
Maryland X
Massachusetts X

Michigan X
Minnesota X

Mississippi X
Missouri X
Montana X
Nebraska X
Nevada X

New Hampshire X
New Jersey X
New Mexico X
New York X
NorthCarolina X
North Dakota X
Ohio X
Oklahoma X

Oregon X
Pennsylvania X
Rhode Island X
South Carolina X
South Dakota X
Tennessee X
Texas X
Utah X
Vermont X

Virginia X
Washington X
Vest Virginia X
Wisconsin X
Wyoming X
Guam X

Virgin Islands X

Total 10 15 27 1
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Table IV.5

Categorization of States Based on
Intensity of CM Policy and Range of

Data Bases Used

Intensity Range of Data Bases Used

No FS Wage/UI/SSA Wage/UI/SSA/ Total

Matching & Agency Data Agency & Other

Only Data

No FS Matching I 1

NoFEM;Ongoing 1 1
Match Ouarterly

No FEM; Ongoing 1 7 8
Match Monthly

Wkly or Mnthly FEM; 3 3
Ongoing Match Otrly
or at Recert

Wkly or Mnthly FEM; 9 1 10
Ongoing Match Wkly

or Mnthly

Immed or Daily FEM; 3 4 7

Ongoing Match Otrly
or at Recert

Immed or Daily FEM; 7 8 15
Ongoing Match Mnthly

ImmedorDailyFEM; 4 4
Ongoing Match Wkly

Frequencynotknown 2 2 4

Total i 26 26 53
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Second, it is interesting to note that of the ten states that

reported no front-end matching, seven (Iowa, Idaho, North

Dakota, Rhode Island, West Virginia, Wyoming and guam) conduct

monthly matching of the entire caseload and use external files

as well as wage, UI and SSA information. This may indicate that

frequent on-going matching is conducted in lieu of actual front-

end matching at appliation. Similarly, in 15 states, front-end

matching is conducted either immediately at application or

within 24 hours, and the entire FS caseload is subject to

matching every month. The remaining states have less frequent

on-going matching. These three groups of states might allow

examination of (1) the marginal contribution of having both

front-end matching and different frequencies of on-going

matching, and (2) the operational tradeoffs between actual

front-end matching (i.e., at appliation) and routine matching of
the entire caseload each month.

The development of typologies provides a useful framework for

distinguishing groups of states and thereby identifying

predominant characteristics or trends in the use of computer

matching nationwide. The simple two-dimensional typology
described above allowed states to be grouped together in terms

of the frequency of matching and the data bases accessed.
Following similar procedure, the four comparative dimensions

could be used to expand the analysis of computer matching in the

FSP to include other typologies that may be of specific
research, operational or policy interest.
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Katching Systems
Routinely Used

(as of August 1986)

Alabama

1. Dept. of Industrial Relations Batch
2. Dept. of Industrial _elations On-line

Alaska
1. Permanent Fund

2. Longevity Donus
3. State Payroll
4. State Data Exchange
5. Beneficiary Data Exchange
6. Unemployment
7. Wage
8. Znumeration - Social Security Number

Ar izona
1. Beneficiary Data Exchange Batch
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange On-line
3. Base Wage-Betch
4. Base Wage-On-line
5. Unemployment Insurance On-line
6. National Fraud Network
7. Department of Motor Vehicles

Arkansas

1. Employment Security Division (ESD) - recipients
2. F.SD - applicants
3. ACES-annual
4. Child Support Enforcement - DEFRA refunds
5. AfDC Payment Increase
6. F.SD/ACES On-line

California

1. Integrated Earnings
2. Disqualification File
3. Interest Inc_,_e Match

Col orado
1. Wage Data Ratch
2. State Data Exchange
3. COIN-Client Oriented Info. Net_rk

4. OJBS-Col. Uncap. Benefit System
Connecticut

1. Department of Labor on-line
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange - State Data Exchange On-line
3. DepartJ_nt of Labor Batch J
4. Bank Batch Match
5. Beneficiary Data Exchange -State Data Exchange Batch

Delaware

1. Department of Labor - Batch
2. Department of Labor - On-line
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A_endix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used

(as of August 1986)

Dist. Of Col.

1. D.C. Wage and Unemployment Insurance (UI)
2. Maryland Wage and UI
3. Maryland Public AsSisstance (PA)
4. Virginia Wage, UI & PA
5. Beneficiary Data Exchange, State Data Exchange, and Earnings
6. Terminal

Florida

1. Income Verification System
2. Duplicate Participation Match
3. FS/AFDC Match

Georgia
1. tabor

2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
3. State Data Exchange
4. On-line Vital Statistics

Hawaii

1. Wage-SSA
2. Bank
]. Quarterly Unemployment Insurance Benefits (UIB)
4. On-line UIB

5. Department of Motor Vehicles
Idaho

1. Numident - Social Security NUmber
2. Nationwide Disqualification
3. Beneficiary Data Exchange
4. State Data Exchange
5. Department of Labor (DOL) Quarterly Wage
6. Child Support Enforcement
7. Vital Statistics
8. DOL Honthly Unemployment Insurace Benefits

Illinois

1. Wage Batch
2. Unemployment Insuracne Benefits (UIB) Batch
]. State Data Exchange
4. State Tax
5. Motor Vehicle
6. State Employees
7. Wage-On-line

8. UIB On-line i
9. Duplicate Participation / Internal Client Data Base
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used

(as of August 1986)

Indiana

1. Wage/Unemployment Insurance Quarterly
2. Unemployment Compensation Benefits (UCB) Monthly
3. Wage/UCS Weekly
4. Social Security Number _;erification

5. Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange
IOwa

1. Earnings
2. Unemployment
3. Beneficiary Data _xchange
4. Illinois Public Assistance Match

llC.oJ_SaS
1. Batch Wage and Unemployment Compensation
2. Kansas Payroll
3. Wichita School Enrollment
4. Missouri Welfare

5. Kansas City Taxes
6. On-line Wage and Unemployl_entCompensation
7. Duplicate Participation
8. Beneficiary Data Exchange

Kentucky
1. State Data Exchange - batch
2. AFDC - batch

3. Unemployment Insurance- batch
4. wage - batch
5. On-line access for four systems above

Louisiana

1, Department of Labor (DOL) -Wage - batch
2. POL_4Jnemplcg_entCompensation - batch
3. Welfare Information System (WIS) - batch
4. State Data Exchange - batch
5. Beneficiary Data Exchange - batch
6. On-line access for five systems above

Maine

1. Unemployment
2. Wage Quartery
3. Wage Daily
4. Bank

5. State Data Exchange
6. Beneficiary Data Exchange b
7. Department of Motor Vehicles
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer l_atchingSystems
Routinely Used

(as of August 1986)

Maryland
1. SWlCA-State Wage Info.

Collection

2. SUI-State Unemployment Ins.
3. Beneficiary Data Exchange

Massachusetts

1. wages
2. Unemployment Insurance
3. Beneficiary Data Exchange
4. State Data Exchange
5. Banks

Michigan
1. Beneficiary Data Exchange
2. State Data Exchange
3. Motor Vehicle

4. BEER-Social Security Wage Record
Minnesota

1. wage-Qua rtefly
2. Unemployment Compensation
3. Social Security Number
4. Duplicate Participation

Mississippi
1. Beneficiary Data Exchange
2. State Data Exchange
3. Wage/Unemployment Insurace (UI) Quarterly
4. UI Monthly
5. UI Weekly

Missouri

1. State Data Exchange
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
3. Vital Statistics

4. Lottery
5. Employment Security Interface (ESI) - batch
6. ESI On-line

7. Department of Social Services
8. Kansas ES
9. Vital I-Births

10. Vital II-Deaths

11. National Disqualification System
Montana

1. Wage
2. Unemployment Compensation
3. Workers Compensation
4. Beneficiary Data Exchange
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used

(as of August 1986)

, Nebraska

1. State Data Exchange
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
3. Unemployment Compensation
4. Welfare Client Exchahge
5. Duplicate Participation

Nevada

1. Emplc_ment Security Department
New Hampshire

1. Wage
2. Unemployment Compensation
]. Beneficiary Data Exchange
4. State Ddata Exchange
5. Prescreen

New Jersey
1. Wage Batch
2. Unemployment Insurance Batch
3. Wage On-Line
4. Unemployment Insurance On-Line

New Mexico
1. Food Stamp Master File batch
2. Food StA-_. Master File on-line
]. Arizona Quarterly
4. AFDC Update

New York

1. Comprehensive Income Tracking
2. RFI-Resource File Integration
]. Overnight Clearance System
4. Department of Motor Vehicles
5. Quick Trunaround System

North Carolina

1. Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange
2. Empl_ynmnt Security £onm4ssion Batch
3. Department of Transportation
4. Employment Security Cowm/s$ion On-Line

North Dakota

1. Job Search - Wage
2. Job Search - Unemployment Insurance
]. Workers Compensation
4. Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange

Ohio
NO _ MATCHING FOR FOOD STAMPS

Oklahoma

1. State Data Exchange - SSI Recipients
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
]. E_uploymentSecurity Ccommissien -Unemplc}_nentInsurance Benefits
4. Emplo_nt Security Commission - Wages
5. Welfare Enumeration
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Appendix Table A-L

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Use_

(as of August 1986)

Oregon
1. Unemployment Comission Batch
2. Quarterly wage Batch
3. Beneficiary Data Exchange / State Data Exchange
4. Workers Compensation
5. Child Support
6. Food Stamp Disqualification
7. Client Maintenance - Batch
8. Client Maintenance - On-Line

Pennsylvania
1. Quarterly wage and Unemployment Compensation (UC)
2. Daily Wage and UC
3. Lottery

Rhode Island
1. Unemployment Compensation Benefits
2. Temporary Disability Insurance
3. New Hi res
4. AFDC

5. Child Support Enforcement - Bureau of Family Support
South Carolina

1. Employment Security Commission (ESC) - batch
2. Client Info.- On-line

]. National Disqualification
4. ESC On-line

5. Natl. D_s_alif.-On-line
South Dakota

1. Beneficiary Data Exchange
2. State Data Exchange
3. Department of Labor Wage

Tennessee
1. Clearinghouse - Batch
2. Clearinghouse - On-line

Texas

1. Beneficiary Data Zxchange / State Data Exchange
2. Eemploya_nt Commtssi_ (KC) - Weekly
]. EC-Monthly
4. EC-Quarterly
5. Duplicate Participation

Utah

1. Wage
2 Beneficiary Data Exchange
] Immigration and Naturalization Service
4 Wage On-line
5 Unemplo_nt Compensation (UC) On-line
6 Department of Motor Vehicles On-line
7 BEERS (Social Security wage_ _tc _

· 8 Unemployment Compensation Batch
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Appendix Table A-1

Names of Computer Matching Systems
Routinely Used

(as of August 1986)

Vermont

1. State Data Exchange
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange & SSA
3. Unemployment Compensation
4. Num/dent - Social Security Number

Virginia
1. Virginia Employment Commission

Washington
1. Unemployment Compensation
2. Wage Discrepancy
3. Disc]ualifications
4. State Data _.xchange

West Virginia
1. Employment Security - Wages
2. Employment Security - Unemployment
3. Workers Comp.
4. Duplicate Participation

wisconsin

1. Unemployment Compensation
2. Beneficiary Data _xchange
3. SSA Wages
4. State Data Exchange
5. Social Security Number Validation
6. Multiple Cases
7. Existing Case

wyoming
1. Unearned Income

2. wage
3. XRS

Guam
1. Duplicate Participation
2. Beneficiary Data Exchange
]. Wage Matching
4. Duplicate Pattie. with Cne,,_rm_althNorthern Mariana Islands
5. Disqualification

Virgin Islands
1. Virgin Xslands Wage
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AppendLx Table A-Z

#13or Colput®r NatchLng Systems
By System and Date Sources Retched

(Q4.00)

OTH OTH OTH OTH OTH
5Y_ U: $_A SSA ssa SST ST. RED! NED! 1099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. WQRK OTH NON KS ST FED-

$TAT_ T_H da:,_ 3_M CAGE EHPL BEN BEN TAX BANK OMV AFDC GA CAIO CARE TAX WAGE UZ PA SSN DISQ COMP EMPL WELF OUPL ASST ERAL

AL 1 X K
2 _ X

AK I
X

3 X
4 X

X
X

7 X
q X

AZ t x
x

X
7 X

1 X

l
3 l

I K X X X X X
ca I X

Z X
1 X

CO I

X
X X

4 X _ X



Appendix Table A-Z

Major Computer MstchLnQ Systeas
_y System and Data Sources Hatched

(Q4.OQ)

OTH 0TH 0TH OTH OTH
$Y$ U! SSA SSA SSA SSZ ST. gED! MED! 1099 JURo JURo JUR. SSA/ FED. WORK OTM NON FS ST FED-

_TATE T_ _G: _ WAG_ EHPL BEN SEN TAX _ANK DMV AFDC GA CAID CARE TAX WAGE U! PA 5SN OZ$Q COHP EHPL WELF DUPL ASST ERAL

CT t x X
2 X X X

x X
X

X X x
_ I x X

x X
OC I X X

Z X X
3 X
4 X X X
5 X X X

x X X X
cL I X K X X X X X X

f
Z X
3 X

_A I x X
X

3 X
X

_l I X x X X
Z X

S X
I_ t X

2 X
3 X

% X

? X
Q X



Appendix Table A-2

Hajor Computer Hatching Systems
8y System and Data Sources Hatched

(q4.00)

DTH OTH DTH OTH OTH
SYS UZ SSA SSA SSA SSI ST. NED! NED[ Z099 JUR. JUR. JURo SSA/ FEO. WORK OTH NON ES ST FEO-

STATE TEH WAGE BEM WAGE EHPL BEN BEN TAX BANK DHV AFDC GA CAID CARE TAX WAGE U[ PA SSN OISQ COMP EMPL MELF OUPL ASST ERAL

ZL ! X
2 X
3 X
4 X
S X

6 X
7 X
8 X

X
XN I X X

2 X
X

5 X l
IA I X

2 X
3 X
4 X

KS ! X X
Z x
3 X
& X X X
5 X
6 X X
T X
8 X

KT I X
2 X
3 X
4 X
5 X X X X



Appendix TabLe A-2

Major Computer Hatching Systems
By $yltem and Data Sources Nmtched

(Q_.OO)

DTH OTH OTH OTn JTH
$YS UZ SSA SSA SSA SST ST. NED[ HED[ 1099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. ¼ORR OT_ NG_ F$ 5T FED-

STATE TEM WAGE 8_# WAGE E#PL BEN BEN TAX SANK O#V AFDC GA CAZO CARE TAX WAGE UZ PA $SN DZSQ COMP EMPL WELF DUPL A$ST ER&L

LA I X
Z X
3 X X X
_, X

l
6 X X X X X X X

Idle I X
2 X
3 X X
4 X
,_ X
6 X
T X

140 IL X X
I

2 X
3 X

14A I X
2 X
3 lC
& X
5 X

#I 1 X X
2 X
3 X
4 I X

qN I X
2 X
3 X
4 X



AppendLx Table A-2

Major Computer #mtchLng Systems
By System end Data Sources Matched

(Q*.O0)

OTH OTH OTH OT_ _TH
STS U[ SSA SSA SSA SSI ST. MEO! NED[ Z099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. WORK OTH NON KS ST FEO-

STATE TEn WAGE BEN UAGE EMPL BEN BEN TAX BANK DMV AFOC GA CA[O CARE TAX WAGE U[ PA SSH DZS_ COMP EHPL _ELF DUPL ASST ERAL

MS I X
2 X
3 X X
4 X
$ X

Mg I X X X X
Z X X
3 X
4 X
S X X
6 X X
7 X X X X
8 X X X

I

9 X
10 X
11 X

MT I X
2 X
3 X

X
_E I X

2 X
3 X
4 X X
b X

NV I X X
N_ I X

Z
3 X
k X
5 X X



Appendtx Table A-2

Major Computer HatchLng Systems
By System and Data Sources Notched

(Q_.O0)

OTN OTH OTH _T_ CT_
STS U! SSA SSA SSA SSX ST. HEOT HEOX 1099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SSA/ FED. WORK OT_ NON FS ST F£O-

STATE TE_ WAGE BEM WAG_ ENPL BEN BEN TAX BANK DH¥ AFDC GA CAXD CARE TAX WAGE UT PA $$N DISQ COMP EMPL d_LF DUPL A_ST ER&L

NJ I X

Z X X
3 X

4 X X
NM I X X X X X

2 X X X X X
3 X
4 X

NY I X X X
2 X
3 X X
4 X
5 X

NC t X X
2 X X

3 X
& X X

ND I x
2 X

) X
4 X X

OK 1 X
2 X
3 X
4 X
5 X

DR I X
2 X
3 X X
4 X
5 K
6 X
I X X X
a X _ X X X X x



AppefidLx Table A-2

Major Coeputar Matching Systems
By System and Oata Sources Matched

CO4.00)

OTH OTM OTH OTH OTH
$¥_ 'J! S_A SSA SSA SS! ST. NED! MEOZ 1099 JUR. JUR. JUR. SS&/ FED. WORK OTM NON FS ST FED-

;TATE T:M Ja,;_ _ WAGE _MPL 6EM BEN TAX BANK OMV AFDC GA CA[O CARE TAX WAGE U! Pa SSN OZSQ COMP EMPL ¥ELF DUPL ASST ERAL

PA [ X X
X X

3 X
ql I x

? X
" X

X

5 X
_C ! x X X

x X X X
1 X

x x X
$ X

_ I X

I _ X X

Tq I x x X X X X x
? < _ x x X X X

TX I X X x

· X

Ur t X
,_ X X

x
4 x

X
X x

q x



AppandXx Table A-2

Hajor Computer HatchLng Systems
By System and Oata Sources Hatched

(Q4.00)

OTH OTH OTH OTH OTH
3Y3 U[ S_A SSA SSA SSZ ST. REDZ HED! 1099 JUR. JUR. JURo SSA/ FED. WORK OTH NON FS ST FED-

5T_T£ T_t w_: _ M_GE _HPL BEN SEN TAX BANK DHV AFOC GA CA[D CARE TAX gAGE U[ PA SSN DlSQ CONP ENPL MELF DUPL &SST ERAL

v; ! x
X X X X

3 X
4 X

vA ! x x
gA 1 x

Z x
3 X
4 X

MV I X
Z
3 X
4 X X X

x
X

x
x

T X
_Y I _ x X X X

._ x
· x

_J I x
X

3 X
X

X
VI I x

TqTIk Ii ?? ] 6 38 41 Z 4 9 21 5 9 5 1 4 4 ! 7 10 5 3 ZO 12 19 2



Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs

By State by System

State Yr. Begun Type of
State System Coverage? For FSP Access

(Q2.01) (Q2.05) (Q5.00)

1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1985 ON-LINE

ALASKA 1 iF...5 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1983 BA'I_:I-!
3 YES 1983 BATC!4
4 YES 1983 BATCH
5 YES 1983 BATCX
6 YES 1983 BATClt
7 YES 1983 BATCH
8 YES 1986 BATCX

ARIZCI,iA I YES 1985 BATCIt
2 YES 1984 ON-LINE
3 YES 1982 BATCH
4 YES 1983 0N-LINE
5 YES 1983 _LINE
6 YES 1986 BATCH
7 YES 1979 MN-LINE

ARKANSAS 1 YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1979 BATCH
3 YES 1981 BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1982 BATCH
6 YES 1981 MN-LINE

CALIFORNIA 1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES D.K. BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATO{

COIX)RADO I YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1981 ON-LINI_
3 YES 1983 ON-LINE
4 YES 1984 ON-LINE

CO_CTICUT 1 YES 1984 ON-LI_
2 YES 1984 MN-LINE
3 YES 1984 BATCI{
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1986 BATCH

DELAWARE 1 YES 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1985 MN-LINE

DIST. OF COL. 1 YES 1983 aATC_
2 YES 1986 BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATCH
4 YES 1983 BATCH
5 YES 1974 BATCH
6 _ 1983 Cl_LINE

FLORIDA 1 YES 1980 BATC_
2 YES 1984 BATCH
3 YES 1983 BATCIt

GEORGIA 1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATC_
3 YES 1985 BA'IX:H
4 YES 1985 MN-LINE
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Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs

By State by System

State Yr. Be_ Type of

State System Coverage? For FSP Access
(Q2.01) (Q2.05) (Q5.00)

HAWA/I 1 YES 1982 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
4 YES 1979 ON-LINE
5 NO 1985 ON-LINE

IDAHO i YE.S 1983 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1975 BATCH
4 YES 1975 BATCH
5 YES 1981 BATCIt
6 YES 1985 ON-LINE
7 YES 1986 ON-LINE
8 YES 1981 BATCH

ILLINOIS 1 YES 1974 BATCH
2 YES 1978 BATCH
] NO D.K. BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1979 BATC_
6 YES 1977 BATCH
7 YES 1974 Ot_-LXNE
8 YES 1978 (I_--LINE
9 YES 1971 ON-LINE

INDIANA 1 YES D.K. BATCH
2 YES 1986 BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATCH
4 YES D.K. BATCH
5 YES D.K. BATCH

IOWA 1 YES 1976 BATCH
2 YES 1976 BATCH
3 YES 1984 BATCH
4 YES 1982 BATC_

KANSAS 1 YES 1982 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 NO 1983 BATCH
4 YES 1985 ON-LINE
5 NO 1974 (_'_t--LINE
6 YES 1976 ON-LINE

7 YES 1985 BATCH
8 YES 1972 BATCH
1 YES 1975 BATCH
2 YES 1975 BATCH
3 YES 1975 BATCH
4 YES 1975 BATCX
5 YES 1975 ON-LINE

IIXJISIA/_ 1 YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1979 BATCX
3 YES 1979 BATCH
4 YES 1979 BATCH
5 YES 1982 BATCH
6 YES 1979 ON-LINE
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Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems

Conducted by State Food Stamp Pcograms
By State by System

State Yr. Begun Type of

State System Coverage? For FSP Access
(Q2.01) (Q2.05) (Q5.00)

MAINE 1 YES 1977 BATCH
2 YES 1982 BATCH
3 YES 1983 BATCH
4 YES 1984 BATCH
5 YES 1977 BATCH
6 YES 1981 BATCH
7 YES 1982 ON-LINE

MARYLAND 1 YES 1974 BATCH
2 YES 1974 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH

f_.S SACI'IUSETTS I YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1980 BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATC_
4 YES 1981 BATCH
5 YES 1982 BATCH

MICHIGAN 1 YES 1979 BATCH
2 YES 1978 BATCH
3 YES 1982 ON-LIN_
4 YES 1984 BATCH

MI_W..SOTA 1 YES 1985 BATCH
2 YES 1984 BATCH
3 YES D.K. BATCH
4 YES 1986 BATCH

MISSISSIPPI 1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1983 BATXiH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1985 BATCH

MISSOURI I YES 1973 BATCH
2 YES 1969 BATCH
3 YES 1986 ON-LXNE
4 YES 1986 BATCH
5 YES 1986 BATCH
6 YES 1979 ON-LINE
7 YES 1979 ON-LINE
8 YES 1985 ON-LINE
9 YES 1979 0N-LINE
10 YES 1979 ON-_LINE
11 YES 1984 BATCH

MONTANA 1 YES 1982 ON-LINE
2 YES 1982 ON-LINE
3 YES 1984 BATCH
4 YES 1984 BATCH

NEBRASKA I YES 1985 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1982 BATCM
4 YES 1985 BATCH
6 YES 1983 ON-LINE

NEVADA 1 YES 1979 BATCH
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Appendix Table A-]

General Characteristics of Matching Systems

Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs
By State by System

State Yr. Begun Type of

State System Coverage? For FSP Access
(02.01) (02.05) (05.00)

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 YES 1981 BATCH
2 YES 1981 BATCH
] YES 1981 BATCH
4 YES 1978 BATCH
5 YES 1986 BATCH

JERSEY 1 YES 1981 BATC_
2 YES 1974 BATCH
3 YES 1985 ON-LINE
4 YES 1981 ON-LINE

NE_ MEXICO I YES 1982 BATCN
2 YES 1982 ON-LINE
] Y_S 1984 BA'IXiI-I
4 YES 1984 BATCH

NEWYORK 1 YES 1978 BATCH
2 kD 1984 BATCN
3 NO 1982 BATCH
4 YES D.K. ON-LINE
5 YES 1981 BATCH

NORTH CAROLINA 1 Y_ 1986 BATCIt
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1984 ON-LINE
4 YES 1984 ON-LINE

NORTH DAKOTA 1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1984 BATCH
3 YES 1984 BATCH
4 WES 1984 BATCH

O_ I YES 1985 _IllH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 WES 1985 BATCl.I
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES .1985 BATOt

O_ 1 YES 1977 BATCH
2 YES 1983 BATCH
3 YES 1980 BATCN
4 YES 1981 BATCN
5 YES 1984 BATCH
6 YES 1985 BATCH
7 WES 1973 BATCH
8 YES 1977 ON-LINE

P_SYLVANIA 1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 WES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1981 BATCH

RHODE ISLAND 1 YES 1982 BATCN
2 WES 1982 BATCH
3 YES 1983 BATCH
4 YES 1984 BATCH
5 WES 1984 BATCH

SOUTH CAROLINA I WES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1985 ON-LINE
3 YES 1986 BATCH
4 YES 1984 ON-LINE
5 YES 1986 (X_--LI_

A-19



Appendix Table A-3

General Characteristics of Matching Systems
Conducted by State Food Stamp Programs

By State by System

State Yr. Begun Type of
State System Coverage? For FSP Access

(O2.01) (02.05) tO5.00)

sotrl%lDAKOTA 1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES D.K. BATCH
3 YES 1983 BATCH

TENNESSEE 1 YES 1976 RATCH
2 YES 1985 ON-LINE

TEXAS 1 YES 1974 BATCH
2 YES 1984 BATCH
3 YES 1984 BATCH
4 YES 1984 BATC_
5 YES 1979 BATCH

UTAH 1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1977 BATCH
3 NO 1986 ON-LINE
4 YES 1986 Ce4-LINE
5 YES 1986 CIq-LINE
6 YES 1978 ON-LINE
7 YES 1980 BATCH
8 YES 1975 BATCH
1 YES 1985 BATCH
2 YES 1984 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
4 YES 1986 BATCH

VIRGINIA 1 YES 1975 BATCH
_%SHI_ 1 YES 1979 BATCH

2 YES 1979 BATC_
3 YES 1983 BATCH
4 YES 1976 BAH

WEST VZRGINIA 1 YgS 1978 BATOI
2 YES 1983 BATO]
3 YES 1981 BATCH
4 YES 1984 BATCR

WISCONSIN I YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1983 BA/O.]
4 YES 1984 BATCH
5 YES 1986 BATCH
6 YES 1978 BATCH
7 YES 1978 ON-LINE

WYOMING 1 YES 1986 BATClt
2 YES 1986 BATCH
3 YES 1986 BATCH
1 YES 1984 BATCH
2 YES 1985 BATCH
3 YES 1985 BATCH
4 YES 1985 BATCH
5 YES 1984 BATC_

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 YES 1986 BATCH
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Apgendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems
By State by System

(Q2.03)

rood

State System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare CSE SSI

ALABAMA 1 YES
2 YES YES YES

ALASKA 1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
] YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES .YES
8 YES YES YES YES

ARIZONA I YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES
5 YES YES
6 YES
7 YES YES
1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES
4 YES
5 YES
6 YES YES

CALI_ 1 YES YES YES
2
3 YES YES

3 YES
4 YES YES YES

5 YES YES

2 YES YES YES
DIST. OF COL. 1 YES YES YES YES

2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES

FI_FJ_ 1 YES YES YES
2
3 YES YES

G_O_IA 1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
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Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems
By State by System

(Q2.03)

Food

State System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare CSE SSI

HAWAII 1 YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES

IDAHO 1 YES YES YES
2 YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YZS YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES YES

ILLINOIS 1 YES YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES Y_S YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES YES
9 YES YES YES YES YES

INDIANA 1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES

IOHA 1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES XES YES
4 YES YF..S YES

KANSAS 1 YES YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES YES
7 _YES
8 YES YES YES YES
1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES

LOUISIANA 1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES Y"..S YES
6 YEs YES YES YES
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Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems
By State by System

(Q2.03)

Food

State System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare CSE SSI

MAINE 1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
] YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES YES

MARYIAND 1 YES YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES

MASSACHUSETI_ 1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES
5 YES YES YES YES YES

MICHIGAN 1 YES YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES

MI_lqF.._% 1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES

MISSISSIPPI 1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES
5 YES YES

MISSOURI 1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES
9 YES YES YES YES
10 YES YES YES
11 YES I

!_NTANA 1 YES YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES

NEBRASKA ! YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES
6 YES
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Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems
By State by System

(Q2.03)

Food

State System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare CSE SSI

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 YES YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES YES

NEW JERSEY 1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES
4 YES YES

MgXICO 1 YES YF,S YES
2 YES YgS YES
3 YES

4 YES YES YES
NE_ YORK 1 YF_ YF,S YES YES

2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES YES

NOR'IH CAROLINA ! YES YF..S ' %'F.S
2 YF.S YES YES
3 %'ES YgS YES
4 YES YES YES

NORTH DAKOTA 1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES

O_ ! YES YF.S YES
2 YKS YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YF.,S YF..q YES
5 YES _._ YES

OREC.,(_ ! YES YES. YES YES YES
2 YES YF.S YES YgS YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES
6 YES

t 7 YES YES YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES YES

PEI'_SYLVANIA I YES YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES

RI-K_E lS[_ 1 YES YES Y_
2 YES YES YES
3 YES yES
4 YES y_
5 YES YES YES

CAROLINA I YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES

4 YES YES YES
5 YES
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Appendix Table A-4

Programs Using Match Systems
By State by System

Food

State System Stamps AFDC G.A. Medicare CSE SSI

SOUTH DAKOTA 1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES

Tf2qNESSEE 1 YES YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES YES

TEXAS 1 YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
S YES YES YES

UTAH ! YgS YES YES YZS
2 YES YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES
8 YES YES YES YES

VERMONT ! YES YES
2 YES YES
] YES YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES YES

VIRGINIA 1 YES YES YES
_%SHI_ 1 YES YES YES

2 YES YES YES
3 YES
4 YES YES

WEST VIRGINIA 1 YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES

WISCONSIN I YES YES YES
2 YES YES YES
3 YES YES YES
4 YES YES YES
5 YES YES YES
6 YES YES YES
7 YES YES YES

WYOMING i YES YES
2 YES YES
3 YES YES

GUAM 1 YES
2 YES
3 YES
4 YES
5 YES

VIRGIN ISLANDS I YES YES YES

A-25



Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases
Subject to Matching
By State by System

Front-end Types of On-going Types of
State System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(Q6.03A) (06.03) (08.04) (08.03)

1 MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 DAILY OTHER MONTHLY OTHER

ALASKA 1 _TIRE MONTHLY I_;TIRE
2 ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 ENTIRE MONTHLY _TIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE
5 WEEKLY ENTIRE
6 _TrIRE MONTHLY E_ITIRE
7 MONTHLY !_ITIRE
8 _TIRE

ARIZONA 1 M_4T_Y m_'TIRE
2 MONTHLY _gTIRE RECERT. _IKE
3 QUARTERLY _TIRE
4 IMMED. ENTIRE RECERT. 1'24TIRE
5 II_tED. _7rlRE RECZRT. llFI'II_E
6 E:_TIRE _. _VFIRE
7 _ WKR OPT. _. _ OPT.

AItZANSAS I _OART_Y m_TIRE
2 M_IT{LY [_'TIRE
3 _Y m_'rlRE
4 MCN174LY _TIRE
5 OTHER _IRE
6 II_'_D. ENTIRE

CALIK)I_IA 1 QUARTERLY ENTII_
2 OTHER WKR OPT. RECERT. WKR 'dPT.

] QtI%RTERLY D4TIRE A!_4UALLY I_"FI 1_
COLORADO 1 QUARTERLY _)TIRE QUARTERLY !_TII_

2 IMH!_). _TIRE RECE1_T. !_ITIRIC

) IM_!X). FS/'A_ RECKS. _l*I 1_
4 IMM_. OTHER RECZ_.

CI_CTICUT 1 OTHEI_ WKR OPT. WKR OPT. WKR OPT.
2 OTHER )_'_,'TIRE BECERT. ENTIRE
3 RECERT. m_l'l'IRE
4 AI_4UALLY ENTIRE
5 RECERT. )_m_lTIRE

DELAWARE 1 QUARTERLY _NTIRE

2 _ED. _rrI_ _C_T. _NTIRE
DIST. OF COL. 1 MONTHLY _TIRE

2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
4 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
5 MONTHLY _rrlRE
6 OTHER E_TIRE RECERT. ENTIRE

FLORIDA 1 DALLY ENTIRE QUARTERLY )_'qTIRE
2 QUARTi_&Y m,rrIRE
3 QUARTERLY rS/AFDC

GEORGIA 1 DALLY _IRE OTHER _TIRE
2 MONTHLY _%;TIRE MONTHLY _TIRE
] MONTHLY _4TIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 DALLY ENTIRE
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Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases
Subject to Matching
By State by System

Front-end Types of On-going Types of
State System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(06.03A) (06.03) (_.04) (08.03)

HAWAII 1 ANNUALLY E_rIRE
2 ANNUALLY ENTIRE
3 ANNUALLY E_N_IRE
4 DAILY ENTIRE BIMONTH E_ITIRE
5 WKR OPT. OTHER

I[_O 1 MONTHLY WKROPT.

2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 NONT'dL¥ ENTIRE

4 MON"IT{LY OTHER MO_Y (_
5 QUARTERLY E27rIRE MONTHLY m'qTI!_
6 I_;tED. WKR OPT. RECERT. WK_ OPT.
7 IMMED. WKR OPT. BIMONT'd WKR OPT.
8 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY _NTIBE

ILLINOIS 1 QUARTERLY m7I'I RZ
2 MQ%'I'_Y m_l'II_
3 MONTHLY
4 AleaIALLY
5 _Y !_rfll_
6 _maTm_¥ eNrzm:
7 [N_/LY _TrlRE
8 DAILY ENTIRE
9 DAILY ENTIRE

INDIANA 1 (_IARTERLY _FflRE
2 MC_rrHLY ENTIRE
3 WEEKLY _TIRE
4 _Y OTHER
5 MONTHLY OTMER

I(Y,_ 1 QUAWI'E_Y mTI'I 1_
2 MON71{LY E_'TIKE
3 M_,ITHLY !_I'IP._
4 ;%'_'qU;%LLYE:_TIRE

KANSAS 1 MONTHLY B_TIRE
2 MCrrrHLY II_qTIRE
3 B_ (TZI{E_
4 DALLY ENTIRE
S _LY [2qTIRE _. [z_rrlRE

6 m_LY m_n_
7 _Y m_TI_E QUARTERLY_NTZR_
8 MONTHLY OTHER

KEWT'JCKY 1 RECERT. ENTIRE
2 _T. EI_TIRE
3 RECERT. _rrlRz
4 RECERT. ENTIRE
5 !_'TIRE

LOUISIANA 1 RECERT. _'TII_
2 RECERT. _TIRE
3 M_Y ENTIRE MON'I_{LYENTIRE
4 AS_AJALLY E:gTIRE
5 MONTMLY ENTIRE OTHER _4'riRE
6 DAILY WKR OPT. _ OPT. OTHER
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Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases

Subject to Matching

By State by System

Front-end Types of On-going Types of

State System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases
(Q6.0]A) (Q6.03) (Q8.04) (08.03)

MAINE 1 QUARTERLY E_N'TIRE WEEKLY [D4TIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE QOARTERLY E:gTIRE
3 DAILY f:vrIRE

4 OTHER ENTIRE ANNUALLY ENTIRE

5 _Y f_FrIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
6 MONTHLY E:WTIRE BIMONI'H ENTIRE
7 DALLY ENTIRE

MAR_ 1 OTHER ENTIRE KECERT. E:%ITIRE
2 OTHER ENTIRE RECERT. _FI_ RE
3 OTHER RECERT. OTHER

MASSACh73SETTS 1 MONTMLY OTHER QUARTERLY OTHER
2 WEEKLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 MON/IELY ENTIRE RECERT. _%'TIRE
5

MICHIGAN 1 MONTHLY _rlRE
2 WEEKLY _TXRE
3 DAILY _4TIRE RECERT. E_I_RE

4 _Y _TXRE

MIIi_..gO_% 1 QUA_IERLY OTHE_
2 MONTHLY OTHER

] MONTHLY _ITIRE

4 QUARTERLY OTHER
MISSISSIPPI 1 MONTHLY ENTIRE

2 MONTHLY E:_'ITRE

3 E:_rrIRE QUARTERLY _rlRm
4 ENTIRE MONTHLY E:N'TIRE

5 WEEKLY OTHER
MISSOURI 1 MONTHLY D_TXRE

2 BIMONTM _WTIR_
3 · MONTHLY [_%'TXRE
4 WEEKLY EZ4TIRE

5 [_ILY ENTIRE OTHER ENTIRE
6 IMMED. ENTIRE OTHER F:%ITIRE
7 X19ED. ENTIRE WKR OPT. ENTIRE
8 MONTHLY _IRE WKR OPT. ENTIRE

9 WKROPT. P:%r1'IRE
10 WKROPT. £:gTIRE
11 IQUARTERLY _'T I RE

MONTANA 1 DAILY _]TIRE M(_'_"I'HLY _ITIRE
2 [IAILY _IRE I90NTHLY _l_'rIRE

3 MONTHLY E:FrIRE
4 /,_NTHLY E_ITI_

NEBRASKA 1 MONTHLY ENTIRE M_N'IT{LY ENTIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE BIM_47_ E24TIRE
] WEEKLY E2_TIRE MONTHLY _%)TIRE

4 DA/LY _%'TIRE MONTHLY _ZRE

6 ENTIRE
NEVADA 1 WEEKLY ENTIRE RECERT. I_'TI RE
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Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases
Subject to Matching
By State by System

Front-end Types of On-going Types of
State System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(Q6.0]A) (Q6.03) (Q8.04) (Q8.03)

NEWHAMPSHIRE 1 QUARTERLYENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ['_4TIRE
4 MONTHLY ENTIRE _Y [,2_TIRE
5 DALLY ENTIRE

NEW JERSEY 1 QUARTERLY [_'rIRE
2 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
3 IMMED. _vrlRE RECERT., _'I'I RE
4 II'U'_ED. _'TI RE RECERT. !_7_I RI_

NEW MEXICO 1 RECERT. !_'Tllt!_
2 IMMED. EI_TIRE

3 QUARTERLY EI_TIRE
4 OTHER OTHER

N_ YORK 1 MONTHLY _rflRE
2 I_,I LY !_'TI RE QUARTERLY !_I'I 1_
3 DAILY _7I'IRE
4 WKR OPT. W_ OPT.
S WKR OPT. W_R OPT.

NORTH C.A._LII_ 1 DAILY _,'TIRE
2 RECERT. _7rIRZ
3 DAILY EINTIRE
4 IIA/LY ENTIRE

NORTH !:N%K_ 1 QUARTERLY m_tTI[_
2 MONTHLY E2'_'TIRE
3 MONTHLY E:_flRE

4 QtmaTEKLYE_TII_
1 WEEKLY !_TIRE WEEKLY _I'I1_
2 WEEKLY !.27rIRE MONTHLY !_rI'IRE
3 WEEKLY i_'TI RE WEEKLY _TIRE
4 WEEKLY !_'TIRE _Y !_7I'I1_
5 MONTHLY OTHER MONTHLY rS/AFDC

O_ 1 MONTHLY ZNTIRE
2 QUARTERLY I_4TIR_
3 MONTHLY !'_TIRE
4 MONTHLY E27rlRE
5 MONTHLY I_ITIRE

6 I'_]TI%ILY fI_TIRE I
7 MONTHLY I:qTIRE
8 IMMED. l_%,riRE

PE:I_4SYLVANIA 1 QUARTERLY ENTIRE
2 E_'TI1_ RECERT. I_IRE
3 _Y [_ITIRE

RHODE ISI_ 1 MONTHLY !_TIRE MONTHLY _%'TIRE
2 MONTHLY ENTIRE MONTIiLY D4TIRE
3 MONTHLY _I'IRE MONTHLY _TIRE
4 MON/'dLY ENTIRE MONTHLY FS/AFDC
5 MONTHLY !_TIRE MONTHLY FS/AFDC

SOUTH CAROLINA 1 WEEKLY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
2 IMMED. ENTIRE WKR OPT. ENTIRE
3 HON_Y _ITIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
4 DALLY EIgTIRE RECERT. ENTIR_
5 DALLY ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
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Appendix Table A-5

Frequency and Types of Food Stamp Cases
Subject to Matching
By State by System

Front-end Types of On-going Types cf
State System Frequency Cases Frequency Cases

(_.03A) (06.03) (08.0'4) (08.03)

SOUTH DAKOTA 1 MONTHLY ENTIRE OTHER ENTIRE
2 WEEKLY ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
3 MONTHLy ENTIRE /'I<X,;'I%S_¥ ENTIRE

TENNESSEE 1 ENTIRE RECERT. ENTIRE
2 IMMED. ENTIRE

TEXAS 1 MONTHLy ENTIRE
2 WEEKLY E2_TIRE

3 MONTHLy DrrIRE
4 _TERLY _rri Px
5 I_,ILY ENTIRE

1 Quay _T:RE
2 MONTHLy !{:_rrlRE
3 WEEKLy ENTIRE

4 IMMED. l_'rlRE RECERT. ENTIRE
5 Ill, ED. _rI'IRE MGNllJLy ENTIRE
6 I/9_D. E_ITIRE WEBOPT. _qTI P_
7 MONTHLy m_TIRE
8 WEEKLY _lTIl_
I I'J0NTJ_.y _TII_ WEEKLY l_rrll_
2 NIDNTHLY [_TI'IRE BIMON'IIt ]_TIRE
3 WEEKLY _ITIRE WEEKLy I_i_JE
4 MONTHLy ENTIRE

VIRGINIA 1 WEEKLY I_rflRE RECERT. E_gTIRE
NASHI_ I MONITiLY rS/AFDC

2 _,a.RTERLy rS/AFDC
3 MONTHLY ENTIRE4

WEST VIRGINIA 1 MONTHLY _ITiRE _I_I'Z_Y EL1TIRE
2 MONTHLY MONTHLY _RE
3 NCleI'{iLy [_qTIllJg l_lZlq'l%II..Y[_lTIlaJ_
4 NONIt_y m_TIRE MONYHLY ENTIi_

WISCONSIN 1 MONTHLy ENTIRE MONTHLY ENTIRE
2 MCIq'II_Ly _qTIl_ MC_r_{Ly _:_ITIRE
3 ,q_'It_Y I_TIRE S_ _IRE
4 MONTHLY ]_TZRE _y ENTIRE
5 _ll_X !_ITIRE

6 MONTHLy ENTIRE
7 I_ql_D. _rrlRE

WYOMING 1 _Y _I_rrlRE I_VlliLy ENTIRE
2 QUARTERLY ElqTIRE
3 M(_gTHLY E:_'IRE AI_RIALLY ENTIRE
1 MONTHLy ENTIRE MONTHLy DrflRZ
2 MONTHLy _%rlTRZ MONTHLy ENTIR_
3 QUAaTERLY ENTIRE

4 HCXffHLy l:_rflRE MONTHLY i':_'TIRE
5 QUARTERLY _4TIRE QUARTERLy ENTIRE

VIRGIN ISLANDS i QUARTERLY ENTIRE
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Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level cf
Information on Computer Matching

By State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
State Number of CostData Matching Matching

(Q].01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)

ALASAMA 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO

ALASKA 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO NO
7 NO NO
8 NO NO

ARIZONA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 KD NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO NO
7 NO NO NO

ARKANSAS 1 YES NO
2 YES NO
3 YES NO
4 YES NO
5 YES NO'
6 NO NO NO'

CALIFORNIA 1 YES YES
2 NO NO YES
3 NO NO YES

COIZ>RADO 1 YES NO YES
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 YES NO NO

CO_C'I_O_ 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO

t
5 NO

D_e_,_ 1 NO NO
2 NO NO NO

DIST. OF COL. 1 YES NO
2 YES NO
3 YES NO
4 YES NO
5 YES NO
6 YES NO NO

FLORIDA 1 NO NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO YES
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Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information On Computer Matching

By State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
State Number of CostData Matching Matching

(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)

GEORGIA 1 NO NO _K)
2 NO NO
] NO NO
4 NO NO NO

HAI4_! 1 NO NO
2 YES NO
] NO YES
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO

I_O 1 NO NO
2 NO YES
] NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO 'NO NO
7 NO NO NO
8 YES NO NO

ILLI_)IS 1 YES YES
2 NO YES
] YES YES
4 YES YES
5 YES YES
6 YES YES
7 NO NO
8 NO NO
9 NO NO

INDIANA 1 NO YES
2 NO NO
] NO YES
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

IOWA i NO NO
2 YES NO

] YES_ NO
4 NO NO

KANSAS 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
] NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO YES
8 NO NO
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Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching

By State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
State Number of Cost Data Matching Matching

(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)

KENTUCKY 1 NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO YES
4 NO YES
5 NO YES

LOUISIANA 1 NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO NO YES
4 NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO NO

_N_ 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO YES NO
4 NO NO
S NO NO NO
6 NO NO NO
7 NO NO

M_ 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO

MASSACHUSETTS 1 NO NO YES
2 NO NO YES
3 NO YES
4 NO NO YES
5 NO

MICHIGAN 1 NO NO
2 NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO YES

MI_ 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

MISSISSIPP! 1 NO _ NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO

MISSOURI 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 NO NO NO
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Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of

Information on Computer Matching
By State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
State Number of CostData Matching Matching

(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)

MISSOURI 7 NO NO NO
8 NO NO NO
9 NO NO
10 NO NO
11 NO NO

MONTANA ! NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

NEBRASKA 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
] NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
6 NO NO
1 NO .NO NO

N_/ HAMPSHIRE 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO

NEWJERSEY 1 NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

NEWMEXICO 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO YES
4 NO' NO

NEWYORK ! NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

NORTHCAROLINA 1 NO NO
2 _ NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

NORTH DAKOTA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO- NO

O_ 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 I,;O NO NO
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Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching

8y State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
State Number of Cost Data Matching Matching

(Q].01) (Q7.00) (Qg.00)

ORF.E,ON 1 NO 140
2 140 NO
3 140 NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO YES
8 NO NO'

PEI_S_VANIA 1 140 NO
2 NO NO NO
3 140 140

RHODE ISLAND 1 YES NO YES
2 YES NO YES
3 YES NO YES
4 YES NO NO
5 YES NO NO

CAROLINA 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO NO

SOUTH DAKOTA 1 YES YES NO
2 NO NO NO
3 YES YES NO

_SE_ 1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO

TEXAS 1 NO 140
2 YES. NO
3 YES NO
4 YES D.K.
5 NO NO

UTAH 1 YES NO
2 YES NO
] NO NO

4 NO_ NO NO
5 NO NO NO
6 YES NO NO
7 YES NO
8 YES YES
1 NO NO NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO NO
4 NO NO NO

VIRGINIA 1 NO NO NO

A-35



Appendix Table A-6

Availability at the State Level of
Information on Computer Matching

By State by System

Availability of Activity
and Outcome Data

System Availability Front-end On-going
State Number of Cost Data Matching Matching

(Q3.01) (Q7.00) (Q9.00)

WASHINGTON 1 NO YES
2 NO YES
3 NO YES
4 NO

WEST VIRGINIA I YES NO NO
2 YES NO
3 YES NO NO
4 YES NO NO

WISCONSIN 1 YES NO YES
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO YES
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO YES
7 NO NO

WYOMING 1 YES NO YES
2 NC) YES
3 NO NO YES

GUAM 1 NO YES NO
2 NO NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO NO
5 NO NO NO

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 YES NO
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information

By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiation and

Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching

(Q5.02) (Q5.00) (Q6.10) (08.11)

ALABAMA ! 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 OVERNIGHT 0N-LINE OVERNIGHT _I Gh'T

ALASKA 1 OVERNIG_rr BA/XlH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAy
3 OV_tNIGHT BATCH LTI DAY LT 1 _Y
4 OV_IGHT BATCH. LT 1 DAY
5 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 DAY
6 OVERNIG,fr BATCH LT I DAY LT 1 DAY
7 OVE1RNI_ BATCH LT 1 DAY
8 OVERNI_ BATCH LT 1 DAY

AaI Z(IqA 1 OVZR!_OHT ItATClt 1-4 WKS
2 I_t_IED. Ct4-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
3 OVZRNIGHT BATCIt 1-4
4 It_. ON-LINE LT i I_¥ LT 1 DAY
5 X_D. ON-LINZ LT I i:_Y LT I !_Y
6 OVERNI_ BATCH LT I DAY LT ! DAY
7 IMi_. ON-LINE 1-4 WKS LT 1 _Y

ARKANSAS I OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 _ERNI GI-fi' BATOt 2-7 DAYS
3 OVEI_IGHT !_TCI.I 2-7 I_YS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 BAYS
5 OVZRNIG{IT 8ATOt 2-7 DAYS
6 XMMED. C_LINE LT I DAY

CALIFORNIA 1 1-4 WKS. BA_O.I 2-7 DAYS
2 OVEI_I_ BATCI4 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS

COLORADO 1 1-4 WKS. BATCI{ 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 I]9_ED. 0N-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
] IPI(ED. ON-LINE LT I DAy LT I DAY
4 IJ_RED. (]q--LIN_ LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY

CC_qECTICUT 1 I_gg_D. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
2 I_'IED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 _y
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4
5 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS

D_ 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 IMMED. (X4-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY

DIST. OF COL. 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 2-5 Ii_YS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 1-4 WKS



Appendix Table A-?

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information
By State by System

Lapse Between Hatch Initiaticn and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching

(Q5.02) (Q5.00) ((}6.10) (QB.11)

KE:TI_C_ 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7DAYS
5 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY

IX_ISIAN_ 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 Ill,lED. BATCH 2-7 I1_YS 2-7 DAYS
4 IMMED. BATCH 2-7DAYS
5 D.K. BATCH 2-7DAYS 2-7DAYS
6 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY

MAINE 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 O'_ C_-IT BATOI 2-7 DAYS
4 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 1-4 WKS. BATOf 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
6 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
7 '_-'-_. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY

MARYLAND 1 SW'=: DAY BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
2 SAMEDAY BATCH LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
3 SAMEDAY BATCH LT 1 DAY LT I DAY

MASSACliJSETI_ 1 2-5 DAYS BATClt 1-4 _ 1-4 WKS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS 1-4 WKS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4
5 1-4WKS. BATCH

MICHIGAN 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 Ii. ED. (_g--LI_ LT I DAY LT 1 DAY
4 GT I MONTH BATCH VARIF_

MI_ 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 2-5 DAYS BATCH 1-4 WKS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
4 OV_G. iT BATCH 1-4 WKS

MISSISSIPPI 1 1-4 WKS. t BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 2-5 DAYS BATC}t 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNI(_tT BATCIt 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 SAME DAY BATCH 2-7 DAYS

MISSOURI 1 OVERNI(_IT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNI_ BATOt 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS
4 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
6 OVERNIGHT ON-LI_ LT 1 DAY LT I DAY
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information

By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiation and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching

{Q5.02) (Q5.00) (Q6.10) (Q8.11)

MISSOtTR! 7 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
8 OVERNIGHT ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
9 IMMED. ON-LINE LT1 DAY
10 IMMED. ON-LINE LT1 DAY
11 1-4 WKS. BATCIt 1-4

MONTANA I X/_IED. ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 IMNED. ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 OV_C_ BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 GT 1 MONTH BATCIt 2-7 DAYS

NEBRASKA 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT 1 [lAY LT 1 DAY
2 OVERNIG{iT BATCH LT I DAY LT 1 DAY
3 O_G[,iT BAT(_I LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH LT I DAY LT 1 DAY
6 IIgiED. ON--LINE LT 1 DAY

NEVADA 1 1-4 WKS. BATO{ 2-7 I_YS 2-7 DAYS
Ni_ HAMPSHII_E 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS

2 2-5 DAYS BATCI{ 2-7 DAYS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 BAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS

NEW JERSEY i 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
3 1-4WKS. ON-LINE LT i DAY LT 1 DAY
4 1-4 WKS. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY

NI_ MEXICO 1 OVERNIGaT BATCH /-7 DAYS
2 I!giED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVE_NI_ BATCH 2-7 DAYS

YORK i VARIES BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCIt LT ! DAY 1-4 WKS
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH LT 1 PAY
4 INMED. ON-LINE
5 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS

NORTH CAROLINA 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH LT ! PAY
2 OVERNI_ BATCH _ LT 1 DAY
3 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY
4 Ii_ED. ON-LINE LT 1 [lAY

NORTH _ 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH OVERNI_
2 OVE_qIG_T BATCH OVERNIGHT
3 C)_I_ BATCH (_I(_
4 D.K. BATCH (NERNIGHT

OKIAIt(X4A i 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 PAYS
2 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS 1-4 WKS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS 1-4 WKS
5 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS 2-7 DAYS
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information

By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiation and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching

(Q5.02) (QS.00) (Q6.10) (QB.11)

O_ 1 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVEIUII(H4T BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 OVE1RNIGtfT BATCH 2-7DAYS
6 OVERNIC_IT BATCH LTI DAY
7 _ZGZ.!T BATCH LTI DAY
8 XW_IED. 0N-LINE LT I INiY

PENNSYLVANIA 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS
2 SAME DAY BATCH LT 1 DAY 2-7 DAYS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 WKS

RHODE ISLAND 1 _G_T BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 OVl_I(_rr BATCH 2-7 !_YS 2-7 DAYS
3 _G_rI' BATCH 2-7 !_YS 2-7 DAYS
4 _GHT BATOq 2-7 DaYS 2-7 DAYS
5 _(_T BATCR 2-7 I_%XS 2-7 I_YS

S(X3TH CAROLINA 1 2-5 DAYS BAT(_.I 2-7 I_%YS 2-7 DAYS
2 X_HED. ON-LINE LT I _ LT 1 !%%Y
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 IMMED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
5 X/_IED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY

SOUT_ DAKOTA 1 IMMED. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 I!9_ED. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 II_H_D. BATCH 2-7 _YS 2-7 INkYS

_S_; 1 OV!_NIG_T BA'I_t _GtT OV!_:NlG-rr
2 I!OIED. ON-LINE LT 1

TEXAS 1 IMMED. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 W_. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
5 _GHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS

UTAH I 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 WrY. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 ZIg_D. ON-LINE 2-7 DAYS

4 I_ED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LTi DAY
5 IIO_ED. ON-LINE LT 1 DAY LT 1 DAY
6 I/_IED. (_-LINE LT i DAY LT 1 DAY
7 1-4 WKS. BATCH 1-4 MONTHS
8 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS

VERMONT 1 I!g!ZD. BAT_I _G;IT _G_IT
2 IMI_. BATCH OVERNI_ _I (_'T
3 IMMED. BATCH OVERNIGHT C_ZEBNI(_f
4 D.K. BATCH _GHT OVERNIGHT

VIRGINIA i 2-5 DAYS BATCH 1-4 WKS 1-4 WKS
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Appendix Table A-7

Time Lapses for Receipt
of Match Information

By State by System

Lapse Between Match Initiation and
Time Info. is Received by Locals

System Data Match Front-end On-going
State Number Request Type Matching Matching

(Q5.02) (Q5.00) (Q6.10) (QB.11)

WASHINGTCel 1 OVERNI_ BATCH 2-7 DAYS
2 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
3 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH

WEST VIRGINIA 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 1-4 WKS. BA"2_CH 2-7 DAYS
3 SAME DAY BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 OVERNIGHT BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS

WISCONSIN 1 2-5 DAYS BATCH OVEm_{T OVERNI(mT
2 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
4 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 2-5 DAYS BATCH 2-7 I_YS
6 OVEmNIGaT BATCH 2-7 DAYS
7 I!9_D. ON-LINE LTI DAY

WYOMING 1 OVIUm_ BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 _YS
2 OVERNI_ BATCH 2-7 DAYS
] GT I MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS

GUAM 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
2 GT 1 MONTH BATC_ 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
3 GT i MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS
4 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS
5 GT 1 MONTH BATCH 2-7 DAYS 2-7 DAYS

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 1-4 WKS. BATCH 2-7 DAYS
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Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
F[ont-End Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

((;6.05) (Q6.06 AMT) (Q6.06 PER) (Q6.07) (Q6.08)

AiABAMA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO

ALASKA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4
5
6 NO NO
7

8 NO NO
ARIZONA 1

2 NO NO
3
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO

ARKANSAS 1
2 NO
3
4
5
6 NO

CALIFORNIA l
2 NO NO
3 YES 10 YEAR NO

COLORADO 1 YES 275 QTR. NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

L_r_CTI Ctr? 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3
4
5

b 2 NO NO
DIST. OF COL. 1

2
3
4
5
6 NO NO

FLORIDA 1 NO NO
2
3

GEORGIA 1 YES 75 QTR. NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
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Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(Q6.05) (Q6.06_AMT)(Q6.06_PER)(Q6.07) (Q6.08)

HAWAII 1
2
3

4 NO NO
5

IDAHO 1 NO
2
3

4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8 NO NO

ILLINOIS 1
2
3
4
5
6

7 NO NO
8 YES 1 _ NO
9 NO NO

INDIANA 1
2

3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

2
3
4

KANSAS 1
2
3

4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8

K_TUC_ 1
2
3
4
5 NO NO

LOUISIANA 1
2

3 NO NO
4

5 NO NO
6 NO NO

A-43



Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(06.05) (Q6.06_AMT)(Q6.06_PER)(Q6.07) (Q6.08)

ALABAMA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO

ALASKA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4
5
6 NO NO
7
8 NO NO

ARIZONA 1
2 NO NO
3
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO

ARKANSAS 1
2 NO
3
4
5
6 NO

CALIFORNIA 1
2 NO NO
3 YES l0 YEAR NO

COLORADO 1 YES 275 QTR. NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

C'O_¢EC_IC5_ 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3
4
5

2 NO NO
DIST. OF COL. 1 I

2
3
4
5
6 NO NO

FLORIDA 1 NO NO
2
3

GEORGIA 1 YES 75 QTR. NO
2 NO
3 · NO
4 NO
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Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matchln 9

By State by System

System Income/wage Pe,_Time Ncn-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(06.05) (Q6.06 AM/')(Q6.06 PER)(Q6.07) (Q6.08)

MAINE 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO YES TOL($700)
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO

MARYI2%ND 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO

I_%SSACI4USErI'rs 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
]
4 NO NO
5

MIC_IIC_e_N 1
2
3 NO NO
4

Mi_r_SUrA 1
2
] NO NO
4

MISSISSIPPI 1
2
3 NO NO
4 NO NO'
5

MISSOURI 1
2
3
4
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8 NO NO
9
10
11

M(_rrANA I NO NO
2 NO NO
]
4

NEBRASKA 1 NO YES SSN DI SCCREPANCY
2 NO YES SSN DISCREPANCY
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
6 NO NO

NEVADA 1 NO
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Appendix Table A-8

Us-.of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(Q6.05) (Q6.06_AMT) (Q6.06_PER) (Q6.07) (Q6.08)

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1
2
3 _D NO
4 NO YES TOL($1.00)
5 NO NO

NEW JERSEY 1
2
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

N_ MEXICO 1
2 NO NO
3
4

N_ YORK 1

2 NO YES %'OL ( $250 )
3 NO
4
5

NORTH _LI_% I NO NO
2
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

NORTH r_kKOTA 1
2
]
4

OKLAMOMA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 YES 200 QTR. NO
5 NO NO

2
3
4
5
6

7
8 NO NO

PE_4SYLVANIA l
2 NO NO
3

RHODE I SI.A[_ ! NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

SOUTH C2U_LINA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
] N_) NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
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Appendix Table A-8

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
Front-End Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(Q6.05) (Q6.06 ANT) (Q6.06 PER) (Q6.07) (06.08)

SOUTHDAKOTA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO

TENNESSEE 1 NO
2 NO

TEXAS 1
2 NO NO
3
4
5 NO NO

UTAH !
2
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7
8
I NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

VIRGINIA 1 NO NO
_SHI Nb-'_l_ON l

2
3
4

WEST VIRGINIA 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO

WISCONSIN 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO YES TOL (20,000)
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6
7 NO NO
2
3 NO YES TOt. (V_IES)

(_JAM i NO NO
2 NO NO
3 YES 600 YEAR NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1
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Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(Q8.06) (QS.07_AMT)(QS.07_PER)(Q8.08) (Q8.09)

AIAaAMA 1
2 NO

ALASKA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 YES 5 MONTH NO
5 YES 5 MONTH NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8

ARIZONA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO YES IOL ($2400)
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO

Am<_$AS 1 NO NO
2
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6

CALIFORNIA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 YES 10 YEAR NO

COLORADO 1 YES 275 QTR. NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

CONNECTICUT1 NO NO
2 NO NO
B YES 150 QTR. NO
4 YES D.K.D.K. NO
5 YES 1 mc_rfa NO

DE_ 1 NO NO
2 NO NO

DIST.OF COL. 1 NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO

FLORII1% 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO

GEORGIA 1 YES 75 QTR. NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
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Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(Q8.06) (Q8.07_AMT)(Q8.07PER) (08.08) (Q8.09)

H;_AII I NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

IDAHO 1
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8 NO NO

ILLINOIS 1 YES 25 QTR. NO
2 NO YES 15% DISCRZPAI_"Y
3 YES 1 MONTH NO
4 YES 1 YEAR NO
5 NO YES PROPERTYVALUE
6 NO NO
7
8
9

INDIANA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3
4
5

IO_A 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

KANSAS 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5 NO
6
7 NO NO
8 NO NO

K_'n3CKY 1 YES NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5

IXYJI$IANA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
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Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-Going Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Ncn-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(Q8.06) (Q8.07_AMT)(QS.07_PER)(Q8.08) (Q8.09)

MAINE 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3
4 NO YES TOL($700)
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7

MARYLAND 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO

MASSACXUS_I_S 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 YES 1 NONE NO
5

MICHIC,AN 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 YES 1600 YEAR YES M.V.

MII'_RqE.T_i)T.A 1 YES 1000 QT_. NO
2 NO NO
3
4 NO NO

MISSISSIPPI 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

MISSOURI 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8 NO NO
9 NO NO

10 NO NO
11 NO NO

MONTANA ! NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO

NEBRASKA I NO YES SSN DISCREPANCY
2 NO YES SSN DISCREPANCY
3 NO NO
4 NO YES l_2)L($10,000)
6

N'_'VADA 1 NO
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Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in

On-Going Computer Matching
By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(08.06) (QS.07_a_rr)(QS.07 PER) (08.08) (Q8.09)

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 NO YES IOL ($400)
2 NO NO
3 NO NO

4 NO YES TOL($1.00)
5

NT_ JERSEY 1 YES 100 QTR. NO
2 YES 5 MONTH NO
3 NO
4 NO

MEXICO 1 NO NO
2

3 NO NO
4 NO NO

YORK 1 NO _ _ZNZrZ? C_aNG_
2 NO YES _:)L ($250)3
4
5 NO NO

CAI_LII_ 1
2 NO NO
3
4

NORTIt IIAKCTF.A 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO.
4 NO NO.

O_ I NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 YES 200 QTR. NO
5 NO NO

ORECCI_ I NO NO
2 YES 75 OTR. NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8

P_e_ISYLVANIA I YES 500 QTR. YES $500 INC. CHANGE
2 NO NO
3 NO YES TOL ($250)

RHODE XSLAI_ I NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

SCI,rlH CAROLINA I NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
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Appendix Table A-9

Use of Discrepancy Factors in
On-_ing Computer Matching

By State by System

System Income/wage Per Time Non-wage
State Number Discrepancy $ Amount Period Discrepancy Factor

(Q8.06) (Qa.07_AMT) (Qa.07_PER) (Q8.08) (Q8.09)

SOUTHDAKOTA 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO NO

TENNESSEE 1 NO
2

TEXAS 1 NO NO
2
3 NO NO
4 YES 150 QTR. NO
5

UT3_ 1 NO NO
2 YES 25 MONTH NO
3
4 NO NO
5 NO NO
6 NO NO
7 NO NO
8 NO NO

VBRMCIqT ! NO
2 NO
3 NO
4

VIRGINIA 1 NO NO
I,_%SHI_ 1 YES 25 MONTH NO

2 YES 25 QTR. NO
3 NO NO
4

VIRGINIA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

WISCONSIN 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3 NO YES TOL ($20,000)
4 NO NO
5
6 NO NO
7

h'Y_NG 1 YES 100 MONTH NO
2 YES 800 QTR. NO
3 NO YES TOL (VARIES)

GUAM 1 NO NO
2 NO NO
3
4 NO NO
5 NO NO

VIRGINISLANDS1 YES 75 QTR. NO
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Appendix Table A-lO

Priotitizationof Cases
for Follow-upafter Matching

Front-EndSystems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(Q6.12) (Q6.13)

ALABAMA 1 NO
2 NO

ALASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5
6 NO
7
8 NO

ARIZONA 1
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
? NO

2 NO
3
4
5
6 NO

CALIFORNIA 1
2 NO
3 NO

COl.lil_ I NO
2
3 NO
i NO

C_.,CTI CUT i KD
2 NO
3
4
5

DEI._,tAP_ 1
2 i yES ACTIVE/INACTIVE

DIST. OF COL. 1
2
3
4
5
6 NO

FLORI_ I NO
2
3

GEORGIA 1 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
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AppendixTableA-10

Prioritizationof Cases
for Follow-upafter Matching

Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(Q6.12) (Q6.13)

2
3
4 NO
5

IDAHO 1 NO
2
3
4 NO
5 NO
6
7 NO
8 NO

II.I, INOIS 1
2
3
4
5
6
7 NO
8
9 NO

INDIANA 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
5

2
3
4

KANSAS 1
2
3
4
5

7 NO
8
1
2
3
4
5 NO

LOUISIANA 1
2
3 NO
4
5 NO
6 NO
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Appendix Table A-10

Prioritization of Cases

for Follow-up after Matching
Front-End Systems

By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number used? Factor

(Q6.12) (Q6.13)

MAINE 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
? NO

MARYIAND I NO
2 NO
3 NO

MASSACHUSETTS1 NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
5

MIC}{IC.%N 1
2
3 NO
4

MII_gE_ 1
2
3 YES CHRONOLOGICAL
4

MISSISSIPPI 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
5

MISSOURI 1
2
3
4
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO
9
10
11

MONTANA ! NO
2 NO
3
4

NEBRASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
6 NO

NEVADA 1 NO

A-55



AppendixTable A-10

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching

Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(Q6.12> (Q6.1])

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1
2
] NO
4 YES OTHER
5 NO

NEW JERSEY 1
2
] NO
4 NO

NEW MEXICO 1
2 NO
]
4

NEW YORK 1
2 YES CHRC_gLOGICAL
] NO
4
5

NORTH CAROLINA1 NO
2
] NO
4 NO

NORT_ DAKOTA 1
2
]
4

O_ 1 NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO
5 NO

OREGON 1
2
]
4
5

6
7
8 NO

P_n_LVANIA 1
2 NO
]

I_OPE lSI_ 1 NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO
5 NO

SOUTH CAROLINA1 NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO
5 NO
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Appendix Table A-10

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-upafter Matching

Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(Q6.12) (Q6.1])

SOUTHDAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
] NO

T_?.SSEE 1 NO
2 NO

TEXAS 1
2 YES TOLEI_/DI SCR.
3
4
5 NO

UTAH 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
?
8
1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

VIRGINIA 1 NO

2
3
4

NEST VI_INIA 1 YES I_
2

4 NO
W_SCONSIN I YES TOLERA_I SCR.

2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6
7 NO

WYOMINg, 1 WES $ GT DISC1REPANCY
2
] WES _O_ZSC_.
1 NO
2 NO
3 YES $ GTDISCREPANCY
4 NO
5 NO

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1
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Appendix Table A-11

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching

On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(08.13) (08.14)

ALABAMA 1
2 NO

ALASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8

ARIZONA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO

ARKANSAS I NO
2
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6

CALIFORNIA 1 YES INCOME/rAGE
2 NO
3 YES $ AMOUNT - ASSET

COLORADO 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

CONNECTICUT 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 YES BENEFIT AMOUNT
5 NO

DELAVARE 1 YES INCOME/WAGE
2 NO

DIST. OF COL. 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO

FLORIDA 1 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
2 NO
3 NO

GEORGIA 1 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
2 NO
3 NO
4

A-58



Appendix Table A-Il

Prioritization of Cases
for Follov-up after Matching

On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used7 Factor

(08.13) (08.14)

HAWAII 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO

IDAHO I
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO

ILLINOIS 1 YES $ UT DISCREPANCY
2 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
3 NO
4 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
5 NO
6 YES INCOME/WAGE
7
8
9

INDIANA 1 NO
2 NO
3
4
5

IOVA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

KANSAS 1 YES INCOME/WAGE
2 NO
3 NO
4
5 NO
6
7 NO
8 NO

KENTUCKY 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5

LOUISIANA I NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
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Appendix Table A-Il

Prioritization of Cases

for Follow-up after Hatching
On-Going Systems

By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(O8.13) (08.14)

MAINE 1 NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
?

MARYLAND 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO

MASSACHUSETTS 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5

MICHIGAN 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

MINNESOTA 1 NO "'
2 NO
3
4 NO

MISSISSIPPI ! NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO

MISSOURI 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO
9 NO
10 NO
11 NO

MONTANA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

NEBRASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
6

NEVADA 1 NO
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Appendix Table A-Il

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching

On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(08.13) (08.14)

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
2 NO
3 NO
4 YES CONTRADICTION
5

NEV JERSEY 1 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

NEW MEXICO 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO

NEV YORK 1 YES CHRONOLOGICAL
2 YES CHRONOLOGICAL
3
4
5 NO

NORTH CAROLINA 1
2 NO
3
4

NORTHDAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

OKLAHOMA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO

OREGON ! NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO

t
8

PENNSYLVANIA 1 YES TOLERANCE/DISCR.
2 NO
3 NO

RHODE ISLAND 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO

SOUTH CAROLINA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
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Appendix Table A-II

Prioritization of Cases
for Follow-up after Matching

On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Priority Priority
State Number Used? Factor

(08.13) (08.14)

SOUTH DAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO

TENNESSEE 1 NO
2

TEXAS 1 NO
2
3 NO
& YES TOLERANCE/DISCR.
5

UTAH 1 YES VARIES BY TYPE OF CASE
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO

VEI_ONT 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4

VIRGINIA 1 NO
WASHINGTON 1 NO

2 NO
3 NO
4

VEST VIRGINIA 1 YES INCOME/WAGE
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

VISCONSIN 1 YES TOLEKANCE/DISCE.
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5
6 NO
7

k-YONING _1 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
2 YES $ GT DISCREPANCY
3 YES TOLERANCE/DISCR.

GUldt 1 NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 NO
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Appendix Table A-12

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequencyof
State Number SubmitReport? Local Reports Content

(Q6.19) (06.20) (Q6.21)

1 NO
2 NO

ALASKA 1 IlO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5
6
7
8 NO

ARIZONA 1
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
1
2 NO
3
4
5
6 NO

CALIFORNIA 1
2 NO
3 NO

2
3
4 NO

CQ',I',,'_i'_CUT i NO
2 NO
3
4
5

D_ 1
2t

DIST. OF COL. 1
2
3
4
5
6 NO

FLORIIIA 1 YES QUARTER RESOLUTIONOF HITS
2
3

GEORGIA 1 YES MCiVlliLY RESOIAFfIONOF HITS
2
3
4 NO
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Appendix Table A-12

State Requirementsfor Local Reporting
On ComputerMatching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequencyof
State Number SubmitReport? LocalReports Content

(Q6.19) (Q6.20) (Q6.21)

HAWAII 1
2
3
4
5

IDAHO 1
2
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8

ILLINOIS 1
2
3
4
5
6
7 NO
8 NO
9 NO

INDIANA 1
2
3 NO
4
5 NO

2
3
4

KANSAS 1
2
3
4 NO

6
7 VARIES TURN AROUND DOOJMENT
8

KE2_IJCKY 1
2
3
4
5

LOUISIANA 1
2
3 NO
4
5 tX3
6 NO
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Appendix T_,ble A-12

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequencyof
State Number SubmitReport? LocalReports Content

(Q6.19) (Q6.20) (Q6.21)

MAINE I NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO

P_%R_ 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO

MAS_SET/_ ! NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
5

MICHIGAN 1
2
3 YES MONT$ILY IMF.SOLIYrlONOr HITS
4 ..

2
3 YES QUAR_:R I_I_ION OF HITS
4

MISSISSIPPI 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
$

MISSOURI 1
2
3
4
5 NO
6 NO
? NO
8 NO

9
10
11
1 NO
2 NO
3
4

NEBRASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
6 YES MON/7{LY DUPLICATEPARTIC.ATI1EMPTS

NEVADA ! NO
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Appendix Table A-12

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matchin 9
Front-End Systems

By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of
State Number Submit Report? Local Reports Content

(Q6.19) (06.20) (Q6.21)

NEW HAMPSHIRE l
2
] NO
4 NO
5 NO

NEW JERSEY 1
2
3 NO
4 NO

NE_ MEXICO !

2 YES VARIES _.._O_ OF HITS
3
4

NlW YORK 1
2 NO
3 YES MONTHLY R_AnTON OF RITS
4
5

NORTHCAROLINA 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO

_0_ 1
2
3
4
1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
1
2
3
4
5
6
? b
8 NO

P_IS YL_iA 1
2 NO
3

RNOOE ISLAND 1 YES MON'i'%_Y RESOU,,,'_ONOF HITS
2 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTION OF [{ITS
] YES M_7I'6LY RESOMYI_ON OF HITS
4 NO
5 NO

CAROLINA 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
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Appendix Table A-12

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
Front-End Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of
State Number Submit RepOrt? Local Reports Content

(Q6.19) (Q6.20) (Q6.21)

SOUTHDAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
] NO

T_NNESSEE 1 NO
2 NO

TEXAS 1
2 NO
]
4
S NO

UTAH 1
2
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
?
8
I NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO

VIRGINIA 1 NO
_.SHII_ 1

2
3
4

WEST VIRGINIA 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 NO

WISCONSIN 1 NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO
5 NO

6
7 NO

WYOMING I YES VARIES TURNAROUND DOCtmm:gT
2
3 YES VARIES RF.SOLUTI(_ OF HITS

(RJAM I YES MONTHLY RESO_ON OF HITS
2 YES MONTHLY _LUTI_ OF HITS
3 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTIONOF HITS
4 YES MONTHLY _LUTI_ OF HITS
5 YES MONTHLY _LUTION OF HITS

VIRGIN ISL2tNDS1
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AppendixTable A-13

State Requirementsfor Local Reporting
On ComputerMatching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System MustLocals Frequencyof
State Number SubmitReport? Local Reports Content

(Q8.20) (Q8.21) (Q8.22)

ALASAMA 1
2 NO

ALASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
? NO
8

ARIZiI_A 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO

? NO
! NO
2
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6

CALIFOI_U.A 1 YES VARIES CLAIM
2 NO
3 YES HONT_Y CIA.m REI"EI_Um_

co_ 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

_ICUT 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 YES WEEKLY CLAIM RE_
5 NO

D_ 1 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTIONOF HITS
2 YES MONTHLY RF_.,SO_(_ OF HITS

DIST. OF COL. 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO

F[,O_I_ 1 YES QUAaTER CLAIM 1_1_
2 YES QUARTER CLAIM
3 YES _tlARTER OTHER

GEORGIA 1 YES MONT'dLY RF..SO_ OF HITS
2 NO
3 NO
4
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Appendix Table A-13

State Requirementsfor Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequencyof
State Number SubmitReport? LocalReports Content

(08.20) (Q8.21) (08.22)

_II 1 YES MONTHLY RESOLUTIONOF HITS
2 YES OTHER RESOLUTIONOF HITS
3 YES OTHER RESOLUTIONOF HITS
4
5

IDAHO 1
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO

ILLINOIS 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7
8
9

INDIANA 1 NO
2 NO
3
4
5

IO_% 1 YES _ES 1_._O_ Off' IHLVZ'S
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

KANSAS 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4
5 NO
6
7 YES VARIES TURN _ POCUMENT
8 NO
! NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5

LOUISIANA 1 YES MONTHLY CLA/M REFERRALS
2 YES MONTHLY CLAIM I_FERRALS
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO

A-69



AppendixTable A-l]

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On ComputerMatching
On-C*)ingSystems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequencyof
State Number SubmitReport? Local Reports Content

(Q6.20) (Q8.21) (Q8.22)

MAINE I NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7

MARYLAND i NO
2 NO
3 NO

MASSACHUSETTSI NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5

MICHIGAN ! NO
2 NO
3 YES MON't_.Y RZSOIArrIc:_Or HrI'S
4 YES MON'mLY RI_O_ON Or fliTS

MI_ 1 YES _ RF..SOIAITIONOr lilTS
2 YES MfX4TtlLY RF..SOZAr_ONOr fliTS
3
4 YES QUARTE1a, RESO_I_ Or RITZ

MISSISSIPPI 1 1_
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO

MIS_Ul_I 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8 NO
9 NO
10 NO
11 NO
1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

NEBRASKA 1 NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
6

NEVADA i NO
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Appendix Table A-l]

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems

By State by System

System Must Locals Frequency of
State Number Submit Report? Local Reports Content

(08.20) (08.21) (Q8.22)

NEW HAMPSHIRE 1 NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO
5

NEWJERSEY 1 YES VARIES _
2 YES VARIES TURNARiI3NDD(1/IMEI_
3 NO
4 NO

NEXICO 1 YES VARIE_ _l.i.fl'ION OF HITS
2
] YES VARIES _I. ZJTION Or HITS
4 YES VARIES P.ESO_ON OF HITS

NE_ YORK i NO
2 YES MONTHLY RESOr/R_ON OF HITS
3
4
5 NO

NORTH _LINA 1
2 NO
]
4

NORTH DAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

O_ I NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO

OREGON 1 NO
2 NO
] NO
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
7 NO
8

PEI_4SYLVANIA i YES QUAR_ RES_IAJTI(_OF HITS
2 NO
3 NO

I_K)DEISLAND 1 YES MONTHLY RESOLLFI_ONOF HITS
2 YES MONTHLY RESO_ OF HITS
3 YES MONTHLY ILF.SOM.FI'I(_ OF HITS
4 NO
5 NO

SOUTH CAROLINA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5 NO
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Appendix Table A-13

State Requirements for Local Reporting
On Computer Matching
On-Going Systems
By State by System

System Must Locals Frequencyof
State Number Submit Report? Local Reports Content

(Q8.20) (Q8.21) (08.22)

SOUTH DAKOTA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO

T_m_ESSEE 1 NO
2

TEXAS 1 NO
2
3 NO
4 YES QUARTER RESOLUTION OF HITS
5

UTAH 1 NO
2 NO
3
4 NO
5 NO
6 NO
? NO
8 NO

VE_qCIqT 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4

VIRGINIA ! NO
NASHI_ ! YES MONTHLY RESO_ON Or HITS

2 YES _.I_tT_ T01_ AI_(D
3 YES VARIES DISQUALIFIED S'I_,_'JS
4

WEST VIRGINIA 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO

W/S_IN 1 NO
2 NO
3 NO
4 NO
5
6 NO

I
7

WYOMING I YES VARIES RF.,SO_I_ OF NIB
2 YES VARIES RESO_(]N OF HITS
3 YES VARIES RESOLUTICI_OF HITS
1 YES MONTHLY ACTION _%K!9_ON HITS
2 YES MONTHLY ACTION _ ON HITS
3
4 YES MONTHLY ACTIGN _ GN HITS
5 YES MONTHLY ACTION _ ON HITS

VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 YES VARIES M.V.
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Appendix Table A-14

Sources of Data Routinely Matched
(as of August 1986)

(Q4.00)

STATE DATA SOURCES RO_'rlNELYMATCHED

U! SSA SSA SSA SSI State Bank

Wages Benefit Wares Emplo_; Benefit Benefit Tax Records
Alabama x X
Alaska X X X X
Arizona X X X
Arkansas X X X
California X X
Colorado X X X
Connecticut X X X X X
Delaware X X
Dist.ofCol. X X X X X
Florida X X X

Georgia X X X X
l_waii X X x x X X
Idaho X X X X
Illinois X X X X
Indiana X X X X
Iowa X X x
Kansas X X X
Kentucky X X X
Louisiana x X X X
Maine x x x x x
Maryland X X X
Massachusetts X X X X X
Michigan X X X X
Minnesota X X
Mississippi X X X X
Missouri X X X X X X
Montana X X X
Nebraska X X X
Nevada X X

New FAm?shi re x X x x
New Jersey X X
New Mexico X X X
New York X X X
North Carolina X X X X
North Dakota X X X X
Ohio No computer matching capabilities for Food Stamp Program
Oklahoma X X x x

Oregon X X X X
Pennsylvania X X
Rhode Island X
South Carolina X X L X
SouthDakota X X X X
Tennessee x x x x
Texas X X X X X
Utah X X X X X X
Vermont X X x x x

Virginia x X
Washington X X X
west Virginia X X
Wisconsin X X X X

Wyoming X X X
Guam X X

Virgin Islands X
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Ap[_ndix Table A-14

Sources of Data Routinely Matched
(as of August 1986)

(Q4.00)

STATE DATA SOURCESROUTINrELYHATCHED

OTHER OTHER OIliER
MEDI- MEDI- 1099 STATE STATE STATE

DMV AFDC GA CAID CARE TAX WAGE UI PA
Alabama
Alaska
Arizona X
Arkansas X X
Cali fomia
Colorado X X
Connecticut X
Delaware
Dist. of Col. X X X X
Florida X

Georgia
Hawaii X
Idaho
Illinois X
Indiana
Iowa X
Kansas X X X
lqentucky X
I_uisiana X X X
Maine X
Maryland
Massachusetts

Michigan X X
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri X X X X X X X
Montana
Nebraska X
Nevada

New _ .-,pshire
New Jersey
New Mexico X X
NewYork X
North Carolina X
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma

Oregon X X
Pennsylvania t
Rhode Island X
South Carolina X X X
South Dakota
Tennessee x x
Texas
utah X
Vermont X

Virginia
washington
WestVirginia X X
Wi scons in

Wyoming X X
Guam X

Virgin Islands
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Appendix Table A-14

Sources of Data Routinely Matched
(as of August 1986)

(Q4,00)

STATE DATA SOURCES ROUTINELY MATCHED

State Other

SSA/Nat'I Worker Other Non- F.S. State Other

SSN Disq. Comp. Emply. Welfare Dup1. Assist. Federal
Alabama
Alaska X X
Arizona X
Arkansas X X
California X
Colorado X
Connecticut
Delaware
Dist.ofCol. X
Florida X ,-X X X X

Georgia X
Hawaii
Idaho X X X X
Illinois X X
Indiana X
Iowa
Kansas X X
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine '"
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota X X

Mississippi
Missouri X X X
Montana X
Nebraska X' X
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey X
New Mexico X
New York X
North Carolina
NorthDakota X
Ohio
Oklahoma X

Oregon X X x x
Pennsylvania x
Rhode Island x X
SouthCarolina X X
South Dakota
Tennessee X
Texas X
Utah x
Vermont x

Virginia
Washington x
WestVirginia X X
Wisconsin X X

Wyoming X X
Guam X X

Virgin Islands
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Appendix Table A-15

Front-end and On-going Access
By State

Front-end On-going
State Access? Access?

(06.00) (QB.00)

ALABAMA YES YF,S
ALASKA YES YES
ARIZONA YES YES
ARKANSAS YES YES
CALlFORNIA YES YES
COLORADO YES YES
C_CTICUT YES YES
DELAWARE YES YES
DIST. OF COL. YES YES
FLORI_ YES YES
C.,_IA YES YES
li_I_ I YES YES
I_f!O YES YES
ILLINOIS Y-_ YES
ll_)_ YES YES
lO_ YES

YES YES
YES YES

LCX)"ZSI,H_ YES

MICHIGAN YES YES
MI_SO_ YES YES
MISSISSIPPI YES YES
MISSOtmI YES YES

YES YES

YES YES
HAMPSHIRE YES
JERSEY YES YES

N_ I_D_ICO YF.S
!_1_ YES YES
NORTH CAROLINA YES YES
NOl_ff_ I_Oq_ YES

YES YES
O_IO _ _i'r=_ MATTING FACILITIF_
OREGON YES YES
P_b'fLVAh'IA YES YES
Itl.IOOE ISLAND Y-_ YES

CAROLINA YES YES
S(X_I_ _ YES YES
T_SEE YES YES
TEXAS YES YES

YES YES
V_U_ONT YES YES
VII_I_.J_ YES YES
I_SH I _"_C_ YES
WEST VIRGINIA YES YES
WISCONSIN YES YES
WYOMING YES YES

YES YES
VIRGIN ISLANDS YES
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Appendix Table A-16

Front-end Cases Cove_ed

By State
(06.03)

Entire Wcrker

State Caseload rS/AFDC FS Employed Choice Other

YES YES
ALASKA YES
ARIZONA YES YES
ARKANSAS YES
CAAI_ YES YES
CObORADO YES YES YES
CO_CTICUT YES YES
DELAklARE YES
DIST. OF COL. YES
FLORIDA YES
GEORGIA YES
HAk_I I YES
IDA_{O YES YES YES
ILLINOIS YES
INDIANA YES YES
IOWA
KANSAS ITS

YES
LOUISIANA YES YES
MA/NE YES
MAR_ Y_S YES
MAS_ETTS YFS YES
MICHIGAN
M1I_T._OTA
MISSISSIPPI YES
MISSOURI YES
MONTANA YES
NEBRASKA YES
NZVAI_ YES
N_ HAMPSHIRE YES
N'_ JERSEY YES
NEW MEXIO0

NORTH CAROLINA YES
NORTHI_%KOIA

YES YES
O_IIO NO _ MATCXINGFACILITIES
ORI_..,ON YES
PE_I'_SYL_ YES
I_ODE ISLanD YES

CAROLINA YES
_ YES

_SEE YES
TEXAS YES
UTAH YES

YES
VIRGINIA YES
_%SHI_
WEST VIRGINIA YES
WISCONSIN YES
WYOMI_ YES
CR/AM YES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
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Appendix Table A-17

On-going Cases Covered
By State
(Q8.03)

Entire Worker

State Caseload FS/AFDC FS Employed Choice Other

ALABAMA YES
- AI2%SKA YES

ARI ZONA YES YES
ARKANSAS YES
CALl rORNIA YES YES
COLORADO YES YES
_CTICUT YES YES
DZI2U_ YES
DIST. OF COL. YES
FLORII_ YES YES
GEOI_IA YES

IDAHO _ YES
ILLINOIS YES YES
INDIANA YES
IO_ YES
KAN_S YES YES

YES
LOUISIANA YES YES

YES
YES YES

_ETTS YES YES
MICRIG_.N YES
MI_ YES
MISSISSIPPI YES YES
MISSOURI YES
MONTANA YES
NZ_RASKA YES
NEVADA YES
ND/ I%%MPS_RE YES
N_ JERSEY YES
N!_ _XIO0 YES YES
N1U_YORK YES YES
NORTHCAROLINA YES
NORTH_%KOTA YES
O_ YES YES
OFIIO NO _ MATCHINGFACILITIES
OR_ON YES
P_SYLVANIA YES
Rt_>E ISLAND YES YES
SOOTH CAROLINA YES
SOUTH D_KO_A YES
_EE YES
TEXAS YES
UI_ YES

YES
VIRGINIA YES
I_b_I_'TON YES YES
WEST VIRGINIA YES
WISCONSIN YES
WYOMIt_ YES

YES
VIRGIN ISLANDS YES
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Appendix Table A-18

SPECIAL MATCHING BY TYPE OF

NEIGHBORING NEIGSBORING FN$-

JURISDICTION- JURISDICTION- ASSET $SN FEDERAL REGIONAL INTIS- NO SPECIAL

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE EARNED I_ MATCH VALII_kTIGN FILE MAl_]_ STATE MATCBING

XXXX

ALAS_ XXXX

ARIZONA XXXX

ARKANSAS XXXX
'-4
_o _I F_)KNIA XXXX · _ XXXX

CC_C_IC_ >0_

DELAWARE >0_

D.C. X_

_bORI _ X_ X)O_

GSX)RGIA XXXX

H/U4AII XXXX

I[]_d_O XXXX

INDIANA XXXX

ILLINOIS _ _

LOUISIANA

_NE



Appendix Table A-18

SPECIAL MATCHING BY TYPE OF

MATCH AND BY STATE

NEIGHBORING NEI(_RING FNS-
JURISDICTION- JURISDICTION- ASSET SSN FEDERAL REGIONAL INTRA- NO SPECIAL

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE EARNED INCOME MATCH VALIDATION FILE MATCH STATE MATCHING

> MARYLAND XXXX XXXX
[
o_ MASSACHUSETTS XXXX
KD

MICHIGAN XXXX XXXX

MI_ XXXX

_LIS_I lOGO[ XXXX XXXX XXXX

MISSISSIPPI XXXX

XXXX

NEBRASKA XXXX

XXXX

b_ HAMPSHIRE X_

NI_JERSEY X_ X_

NI_I_E_,ICO XXXX

b_q_ X_OO( X_ X_ X_

NOIFiTHCAROLINA XXXX XXXX XXXX

NG_TH_ XXXX

OHIO XXXX

XXXX

Oa_GON XXXX

P[_L_YL_ XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX

RHODE ISL_NP XXXX



Appendix Table A-18

SPECIAL _J_TCHING BY TYPE OF

MATCH AND BY STATE

NEIGHBORING NEI(];-IBORING FNS-
JURISDICTION- JURISDICTION- ASSET SSN FEDERAL REGIONAL INTRA- NO SPECIAL
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE FJkRNED INCOME MATCH VALIDATION FILE MATCH STATE MATCHING

SOtrlT{CAROLINA XXXX

SOUTHDAKOTA XXXX
I TENNESSEE XXXX
Oo

TEXAS XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX
UTAH XXXX

VERMONT XXXX

VIRGINIA XXXX

WASHINGTON XXXX

WEST VIRGINIA XXXX XXXX

WISCONSIN XXXX XXXX

D_?ycIw[ING X]{_{

GUAM XXXX

VIRGIN ISLANDS XXXX





APPENDIX B

SUMMARY OF MATERIALS SUBMITTED BY STATES
ON COMPUTER MATCHING





A.PP_',_] X B

State Materials on Computer Matching

State Description of Materials Provided

ALABAMA Policies and procedures for the Wage/UCB match with the
Department of Industrial Relations' files.

ALASKA Description of computer system for client data
discrepancy alerts (system functions and capabilities).
Question and answer training memoranda from the Program
Manage_ to Eligibility Staff.

_IZO_ Pages from policy manual on procedures for performing
wage, UI, and Bendex matches.

CALIFORNIA Description of the Welfare Fraud program which includes
the Integrated Earnings Clearance/Fraud Detection System,
the Asset Clearance Match and several miscellaneous
matches.

CObORADO Description, intent and operating procedures of the rage
match.

DEIAI4ARE Procedures for follow-up (time limits, initial screening,
investigations, and case disposition).

D.C. Procedures and fl_w chart for wage, UCB suspense system.

FLORIDA Policies, procedures, and reporting requirements for the
Income Verification System which matches against several
different data bases. Same out ccm__ data is provided from
the nam duplication match.

GEORGIA Relevant pages from PARIS Eligibility Worker's User
Manual pertaining to wage match, UCB match and SD;[
matching.

HAI4klI Some _ quarterly outc,_ information, description of
the bank match including a copy of a bill enacted by the

' Hawaii State legislature requiring financial institutions
to furnish the ,records of accounts, deposits and
withdravls of any applicant for or recipient of public
assistance, relevant portions of the policy manual on
wage matching.

ILLINOIS Policies and procedures, a listing of special matching
activities and a data exchange cost-effectiveness report
prepared by the Management Analysis Section and the
Bureau of Research and Analysis. Local office results of
certain data exchange activities is also included.
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APPENDIX B

State Materials on Computer Matching

State Descriptionof Materials Provided

IOWA Interoffice memos and report forms for the wage, UI and
Sendex matches. A description of the automated systems
and each of the mainframe application used in the state
are also included.

INDIANA Interdepartmental billing for data processing services
from the Employment Security Division to be paid for by
the Department of Public welfare.

KANSAS Description of computer match systems in use in that
state as well as general personnel and data processing
costs for each system.

Portions of Food Stamp Handbook on 'Required Verification
at Application' describing the certification and
verification process for Food Stamp applicants.

MAINE ApUC/rood S_--p Terminal Operator's Ouide, from the Maine
Department of mznan Services, Division of Data
Processing.

MARYLAND Copy of the inquiry form used by workers to request
matching information.

MASSACHUSETI$ Food Stamp Procedural memo on computer matching with
instructions for eligibility worker with regard to each of
the ccqmter matching system.

MICHIGAN Result inforamtion on SSA wage match as of November 1985.
Michigan also provided a report on the local office
expansion project for local offices.

MISSISSIPPI Reporting forms, instructions and descriptions of
matching systems in the state.

MISSOURI Bendex portion of the Federal/State Data Exchange
Handbook, portions of the Food Stamp Manual, instructions
and coding relating especially to the Employment
Security Interface match.

ND_ MEXICO Copies of several matching reports on duplicate
participation, some data processing cost information,
portions of the manual relating to pre-interview computer
requireraents and description of restrictions on the use
of Employment Security Department wage data.
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APPENDIX B

State f'atecialson Computer Matching

State Description of Materials Provided

NEW YORK Worker reference manual on the Resource File Integration
(RFI) system, Annual Report on the Wage Reporting System
(for February 1985 and February 1986), portions of the
Food Stamp manual on the use of SDX/Bendex for
verification, Procedures manual for the CRT Inquiry
Terminal and employer forms for the New York State wage
reporting System (with the New York State Department of
Taxation and Revenue).

NORTH CAROLINA Eligibility Information System User's Kanual and
Department of Social Services Administrative Letters on
wage match procedures.

O_ State Data Exchange Handbook for use of Bendex, SDX,
_loymnt Security Commission wage and UI matches and
verification and enumeration procedures with the Social
Security _4m{'nstration.

P_t_"fi_VANIA 0uarterly Wage match report and statistics, _mge and
state employee procedures, copy of an agreaent with New
Jersey on a neighboring Jurisdiction match, and a
description of the lottery match.

CA_LI_ Section of Food Sta_ Program Policy and Procedure Manual
on application procedures for initial certification,
description of the Food Stamp Wage march, unen_l_fment
compensation, 0C reports on several of the matches and
copies of scm teminal screens.

TZI_ESSEE Update on procedures for processing Wage match
information at recertification.

UTAH Manual instructions on the wage match with the !_e_lo_ent
Security Commission and copies of inquiry screens and
instructions for several of the matches.

Descriptions of existing Vermont matches and procedures
for SDX and Sendex matches. I

WISCONSIN Memo on rationale and usage for the monthly unemployment
compensation match.

_Y_tlNG General system parameters for Payee Analysis and
Intercept System (PAS), wage discrepancy reports and
instructions, scren summaries for on-line infomation,
and update instructions, all under PAS.

VIRGIN ISLANDS Memorandum on the implementation of wage matching in the
Virgin Islands.

B-3





APPENDIX C

COPY OF COMPUTERNATCRING SURVEY iNSTRUMENT
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NE]IaULI[&z IMTA MSES

fiRST SYSTFJ4

The aeet q-a_mttomJ ere shout the dete hes,fe us-ed I, the ¢oeputer mtchlflK e]fetfmo

6.rio Which diets- I_s,es, s-re ecceeeed by this- s,yetfet (CIRCLE ALI, 114ATAPPLY.) IHTtlRVEEMI_I NO_K: _ KAC# T_TA &ASK ACCESSF..I),ASK Tlfi_ IfOLI.CMING (_ItSTIOffS (4.OI-&.il]).

4.OI H.u ofteR te the (NAMf.) ditl bees updBted? (DPDAI_ HEAISS_ of'rl_X Tl_ INffORMATE(_qIN THK DATA BASK IS RI_VISI_DOIRCHANCED.)

&.02 Ik)v much tim elelmell betwe, the arid of the time i_rlod cowered by the ds,ts, bls,o AmS the les,liability of the dets, for metchiq?

4.01 tn vhet imnth dim 7let 'NS, this dote 1_is-e s,ddE_l to the colputer Itch s,yltell?

i.O0 4.01 Ii.02 4.0]

ACCIfSSED?,. UPDATe? TI_ LAIPSK DA'I_ADDleD
I)ATA Iii&ilEll DA WlC. PlO. QT. AN. nxt nit 2-) I-) 4-6 7-9 IO-IZ )12

day' vek Mrs, IIOIB mue loll los, mull

,. Nn ekes, 2 ] * 5 z _ & s 6 7 . NOrmLI_.J _'_ - tglJ_l

b. uf hen.,,. 2 ) 4 s 2 3 4 _ 6 ; , m LI_I Y_d*- 19l_l_l

c. ssa.,. _ ] _ s z _ & s , 7 , m I_.1__1_ - i91__1__1

d. ns* ,.If-_lo_..t 2 ] 4 _ 2 _ 4 _ 6 _ 8 m I_lJ YKA,- i91_1_1

· . SSAbe,_fit. : 3 i 5 z ] 4s 5 6 7 s '_ I__l_.J ma - [91_1_1

(. ssl b...f.. 2 _ _ s 2 _ 4 5 6 7 , m I_l...J _t,_ - _,1_1_1

K. st.t.c., fi,e, 2 _ 4 5 2 3 * _ 6 7 e .,ertl LJ_.J _s, - 191__l_J

h. B,k r,tord. - .commt. 2 _ _ _ 2 ] 4 _ 6 7 8 m I_.J_J YBM- 191__1__1
l. I_nk records -

ttintectlJe_e I t 2 ] 4 5 i 2 ] 4 s s ; _ mm I_1_] _u. - tgl_.l_l

j. nNvre_otds, ' _ Z _ _ 5 I 2 ] _ _ 6 7 , m Irl__l '_- I_i__l__l

k. ArK fi_es, I ' Z _ ' 5 , 2 ] ' _ _ 7 B NO,TNI__l__J"AR - 191_ I_l

I. Mult Ilenmrs,I

es,eiecenes, tile. I I 2 '! 4 5 I 2 ) 4 _ _ 7 e m I_lJ _A. - 19L I_(

....d,.td _s,cord. _ , Z _ , _ , 2 _ , _ 6 , _ m I_1 I Yw-,9_,_l I

n. Ned/core..cords- I i 2 _ & _ _ _ _ 4 _ 6 7 , m I_1_1 .AR - _91_IJ
i

_. ,eco,d. fr. otto, t I _ _ s S S 2 _ S S 6 7 . .o,,THI__1__1..A, - '91_I__1
el item (SfF. Cllf_r)

I_1_1

q. Other (5Pl_ClrY) I t 2 ] & 5 t 2 ] 4 _ 6 ; . MONTH I_J_l Y_AK - 19J I__J
I_l_l

_. Other(_;pIr.CllrY) I I _ _ , s , _ ] , _ h 7 " .ONTHI__l__l ':' - 191_1 I
LI__I



4: I?A W

Sff_O#O SY57_14

The ndmt qq_etloml Ire about the dlta bmm_ used tn the computer mtchlfiR ayatemo

i.flO Which date IMees are acceesed by thll ayelwmV (CIRCLE AL.I. TNAT APPLY.) iNTI_II*IF_II_I NCqI'E: _ F.ACN _TA BASE ACCIgSSED. Ail 11_1_ FOLL/3MTRC qut._l'l_S (k.Oi-&.nl).

4.oi HDv often lo the (NAHR) data basf updat_l! (UPDATlg HEANS HOW olrrFJi TI!I_ I#1q)IHATION iN THE DATA BASf. IS IEVISE3D OI CHARCLrP.)

4.02 Nov ach tim ela_ee _t_n the e_ of the tim _fl_ co_ered _ the data heae e_ tM e_elleblllty ol tM _[e (or archly?

i
k,OS In _t month e_ year _e thla dare k-es edda to the c_ter retch syet_Y

4.00 &.OI 4.Or &.DJ

ACCT.SSIr.D? UPDATI[T Till LEI'SI OA?E ADDgD
OATA BASI_II -- OA W.. I_. qlr. A]ia. ntt flit 2-_ I-) 4-6 )-9 IO-I_ )12

day tlak MIKa _ ida .1o41 E G

.. _..... 2 3 , s 2 _ _ _ 6 ; e .o._ I/_1 Ti. - '91__1__1

b ,I S..o.t. z _ , 5 2 _ _ _ 6 ; s mm I__L_I -_'- s_l_l_l

_. #A ._.a 2 3 _ _ 2 _ 4 s s ; . m I_1__1Y_*.- '91_1_1

,. .sAhe..Ita 2 _ * 5 2 _ 4 5 s ; . Nm,TNI/__l _'.-- - '91_1_1

f. ss_h..ffl_. 2 3 _ 5 2 _ * 5 & ; o m I_l_.J ..AJ - Jgl_l_l

I. state tek fllee 2 ] , s 2 _ _ 5 6 ; e .om U--J _A. - '_1__1__1

k. k-* ._ord. - .c.._te 2 _ 4 _ : _ 4 5 6 ; 8 .0"_, I_J__l WA_- '91__1__1
i. kwk recorde -

,..e.c... I I 2 _ _ 5 , 2 _ 4 5 s ; , m I_J_l YII_AR-,91_1_1

I J. Dm reeotda I , 2 ) , S , 2 _ 4 5 6 _ . _ I_1__1TR_~ I_l__l__l

_o k. AI_Cfile. I ' 2 _ 4 5 i 2 _ _ 5 6 ; . m LI_I YI[AR- ,91 I_l
i. Muir RPnerel

amalatancelilac I I _ _ * _ _ 2 _ _ _ 6 7 B .o.THI__1_1YKAR- t_l_l I

m. 14edlcald recorda ! I 2 _ & _ I 2 ] 4 .% 6 7 II Hola_l ______1 yFAJ_ - 191 I I

fi. _ddlcire recoTde I I _ _ , _ t 2 _ 4 S 6 , . .O-THI__l__l .^R _qi_l I
I

o ,. ,o-. , i _ _ , s , 2 _ , _ _ 7 , .o._. I_lJ Y_q - '91_1__l

p. Recordsfr. o(her , ' Z 3 * _ _ 2 _ _ _ 6 ; . _r_r. I__l__l .AR - ,91_1_1
lit at es (SPF.C I FY)

I_1_1

q. ot,,,, (s.c,.) , , 2 _ . _ , 2 _ 4 _ _ ; e .om I_1_1 .^R - ,91__1_1
iJ I

r. O_r (sW_C]WY) ' * 2 _ , s t z _ , s s ; s "nm" IJ_l yI.:AiI- ,91_1_ I



THIRD SYSTI_

The _tt qufntfooe ire Iht the dltl heel ulld in the comp, tlr IdltchlnK eynt_l.

A.f)O Which data heel ore eccoeled by tkSe lyetm? (CIRCLE M.L 114AT APPLY,) ilITEIVIKlk_I NOTE: _ KACH IMTA BASE ACCESSED, ASK THE fQt.U_lNC; _}IESTICqA._(&.l)l-k.ltl).

A.OI _ often Il the (NAHE) dots hoe updot(_l? (UPDAYI_NI_ANSHOWOIPTI_ TI_ IIIIfORMATICI IR THE DATA lASt I[S REVISED OI CIIA14CED,)

4.o2 Hey auch time elapeee hetveen the e_l of the tim period covered by the data hoe end the Ivllllblllty of the dlltm for mtehlnfl?

*.O1 tn vhlt _th mod y&lr nl thte der. IMoe idded to the c(Nm_ter retch eyut_?

&.O0 A.OJ 4.02 A.O1
ACCESSED? UFDATKY TIN_ LAPSE DATEADIIIr,D

DATA BASES DA WK. JqU. QT. AN. nzt nwl 2-} I-] 4-0 l-0 10-12 )12
day vk vke eli imm _ ilo _!

0. _q ,_,. 2 3 A S z 3 A S S ; . _ kJ_l ,_A, - 19Lkl

h. UI _neflte 2 3 ', S Z I '_ S b 7 e M kl__l Y_ - mwl I I

c. .qs,-,el 2 _ A S 2 _ A S 6 ; . ,.,TH I__l__l ,_.*,- sql I I

d. s_ ...-*.pIo_.e.t 2 _ * S 2 ] A s 6 I e _ IJ__J y_._- 191 I I

,. .S^b._-,H. z _ A S 2 ) _ S 6 _' . m IJ I .sA,- 1.1_1 I

f. SSt h.fit. 2 J A S 2 3 A S 6 1 s m I_l.J vi. - Itl_El

,. Stet. t.,, h,.. 2 J A s z _ A s 6 ; , ...TH I_lJ tn. - I,l_l_l

k. k.k ,...ord. - .cco..t. 2 _ * S 2 ] 4 S 6 _ , nora I_l_l _AS - ,,l_l_l
I. leak re('ordo -

sro.lOC,to.,. _ , 2 _ A s , 2 ) _ s 6 _ . m I_l__l ,F.^.- I$1_1_1

J. IMvrecords I I 2 _ A s i 2 3 _ s 6 7 e "om I_1_1 Y_._ - m,l_l_l

k. APl)(:flies I I 2 _ A s . 2 _ 4 s s 7 . m.,rHI__l_l Yt^, - t_kj J
i. Adult leneril

...ist..c.,,lo. i , 2 1 A s , 2 :_ , s 6 7 s m I_l_lYI_AI- 191_1 I

ii. Nedtcnld record. . I 2 _ A s I 2 _ , _ 6 _ . mm I I_1 ,_^" - tgi I I

o. t_dlcnre ret.fda I J 2 _ A s i 2 ] A S 6 7 . , m I_1_1_*,- ,qt_l_l

o. its ._,_. i i 2 _ ,_ s t 2 _ _ s _, _ e _,m, I_1_1,_.,w- 191_1 I

p. ..... d. fr,.. ,,,he. I I 2 _ _ s I _ _ A s _ 7 e ..,m, I_l_l ._-^,- 191__1__1
eletel (SPKCI FY)

I_1__1

q. ot_r (SPtCIFY) I I 2 3 A _ I 2 _J A ,_ 6 1 . m ___J I IrRAn - Iql_l I
I_l_l

r. Other(srf:.Cltry) I I 2 ] * S I 2 _ 4 S _ 7 . ,.,.THklJ ,_.^, - 19, I I
I_kl



I!ltRJ &: ITA IASKS

IPOURII_SYSTK)I

The Pest qoeItton, ere about tlI dire keel .led Jo the coaqluter Itchlnl eysteIo

4.00 Which (bite borneo ate icceomed by thts system? (ClIICLK ALI, 111AT /Ul'Pl,T.) INTIrlIVII_F.R NOTE: _ F.ACH DATA list M_CtSStD, /kSK 1_1r.1FOLI.gRJINC:(3Ur.STEel'S (&.OI-4.Ol).

4.OI #_ often Is the (NANI[) dice heml up4eted? (UPDATI[ Id_.Al_ HOWorTF.J4 1MI_ TNIK_TIOlt IN _ WITA IASE IS IIKVISI_I) OII CIGIUIICI_.)

*.o;r 1low much time elepeep betweo the end of the tim period covered by th_ date idle end the evettebttity of the date for Iitchlin_T

4,O] In a41at Iont'h end feOlr _ thio date hen iddnd to the computer itch eJreteiT

4.00 &.OI &.O2 4.03
ACCgSStD? UPDATE? TS_. lAPSE OAT1[AM)ED

DATA BASKS DA mC. HO, QT. AN. nxt nKt 2-) I-3 4°6 7-9 IO-12 )12
dly vdlr Virile O I)I los _ iai

.. Ks ... 2 ] , 5 2 _ , s 6 , , '""'" IJ_l '^' - s,LJ_l
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I

e. OlS tHq44 I I, DIS _ I

b. UI beemlltl b. I/I life/It0 I

e. SSA _ e. SM lqlee I

d. SSA I_Bll-mMlleq_t ii. SSA _lf-_llt I

I I. SSA bin®eltt I. SSA IIn_tlfs I
r_

i. ssi _44_efltl l, ssi !Ilketlgl

I* stere tel IIl_ I- StIte _II tiS11 I

b. flank · (c_w de o h. 14qk ¢eC_dlt *
_ccou t_ ! I I _ 1 I ! I Iccevlt i I I I I I I I I

I. ffe,_ , (t_de - I I I I I I I I I. _ re=ord* - I I I I I I I I
tri_mt line trl_m/I_le

J. _ rfclrdg I I ! I I I I I J. _ r_dls I I t I I I I I

Is. Afdc tlliMI I I I I I I I I k. M n_ fllqN I I I I I I I I

I. /_*lt WIt I I I I I I t I I. ill _ImI_ll I I I I t I I I
ISIIst _ tlill IIIIIf_IC_ lllll

I. NI411¢I I re_lrh I I I I I I I I I, NIdlcIId reel*dl_ I I I I I I I I

A, 11141Cl · f_CO_4l I I I I I I I I II, 11411c_re rK_dl I I I I I I I I

o, IRS I(' al I I I I I I I I o. Ills I_11 I I I I I I I I

p. ;le_ord fr_ll Othdr I I I I ! I I I Il. lecordll froll other I I I I ! I I I
IfdlflSI_PICIIT) I_l_ll JSpllCl_lr_

q, 0_h4K PICIFI) I I 1 I I I I 1 (I, 0fkI' ( _IECI FY I I I I _ I I I I

I I ......... l..I.I..............................

r, O_hlr · _lCllyl I I I I I I I I r_ O_i_llrISI_[CIITI $ I I I I I I I

I I · ......................... l._l_l.............................



llrYH SVSlll4 SIll1] SlS|[ll

_.CI.C_ F_ _ dlte bs_ (AS LISfl_ I# dom Iccol_14 by t#ll ly_tm tlr tr_t~fl_ 6,Ql.ll rer _ dSfl be!4 [AS LISTID tll 4.CO 1CC441M4 by t_ls _¥_tll lilt I_Olt-imd
latc_l_, _lt IMforiBmtlaA Im rir_lWlldV mtC_lNl, ml_lt _Af_BltIOa I_ r4_lll4Ulf

DATA1MS_ ICC_S$10 l_la_ Of 114fQll_lQII OA1A l_Si ACC_$S_ rifle _r $1fCllMTIQN
gl)SS Iq_Cl_lITV B_IC_NI#T 141_SIHD_l_ O_N!ll I_S$ IqlG_tT_ I]4_1_1 W14_0 OTIf_

IIN_ _Nl_l lIN!_ll$ V_LUI S_V_IS Cl_l_Stll0N l_G[_ I_ I#lllflTS VlKU_ S_ATUS C_4_SllIC14

_ SSA Im_lt$ e_ _SA bmm_l_

I
m. Nldl¢llr- r4K_'ih ! t I ! I ! I ! _o 11141cIrl f4_lr4_ I _ ! I I ! I !

o. IlS IO_ ! t ! I ! ! ! ! o. Ills talql_ ! t I $ $ I _ !

· _ltel ' _I_CIFY) _tst_l t_PlClf_!

[ _I_l ..... i I __1J.

q. O_m' (,q[cllr_ _ I I ! I I I ! q. O_k4w (_'fctlry! ! ! I ! II I I I

t_1J ........................ LI _L ......................

r. O_h_f 4. (CIFVI ! t t _ _ I I ! r. Other I4JPtECIFT! t I I ! I I ! I

I_t_.l ........................ t_l _l ............................



FI ret Set o,qKI Th! rd Iro. r t h Pt I I h _! · __

5yet_m System _y_ f oil Syllt _ll _yllt rll !,yn __.11

(_.O_ Tn ll/_ Iiico_p or MIKe Ifwffl dllcirfpalncy uffd
f.r trlKK_IniL Id_ntlttcition ol Irt)hr-end
latchinK on thll oyitel?

YES.............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

Il) .......... (GO ln_ 6.09) ......... 0 ...... 0 ...... o ...... O...... O...... o...
J

_.06 Mhat dollar dlocreplncy mt Il liled (I.e.,
th. dlfferen('ll betveen Incw the recipte_t
r..portl sM Mit II reporled b7 the elternil
dntl iourrel)?

DOLLAR N4(W#T................ I I, I I__1__1 I__1.t__l__l__l I__1.I__l__l__l I__1 I__l__l__l I__1.I__1__1__1I__1,I__1__1__1
PI_I *lrl!41El_.UlOI)

14ONE........................... I ...... ! ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

V_I_. .................... , ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2... .,.2...

.......................... ] ...... :] ...... ] ...... _ ...... 3 ...... 1...

(_I)AITII .......... ,..., ......... &...... db.... ,.& ...... &...... &.... ,.&...

C_II.., ....................... i ...... i ...... 6 ...... f)...... lb...... i...

(S?IClI, T) ...................

I__1__1 I__1__1 I__1__1 I__1__1 I_1__1 I__1__1
I

I_ 6.07 ,re nay other _o--velle or tucmm dtocrep4mcy
*)dee or threohold mthoda u0ed for
dentlfylall · uftrhY

TES.............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I .... ,.l...

leO, ......... (GO 1_ 6.09) ......... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... ()...

_,.fi_l ' teaee deBcr$be.

r_-26



Irttut Secoml qr_l rd fovrt h PIIth Slllh
Syilt oil Syl(ee Syitel $yil[eaa _yut ell Syet ee

i.O9 b diego the Inloredtlen il (roelt-efid motchdPII
IKft to the Iocel offices?

OII Lille ...... , ................... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

NAC141111IEADAIIll IEPOIY,.,., ..... 2...... 2 ...... 2 .... *.2 ...... _ ...... 2...

Iflllr1_ll _M?(31BPOeTS......, ..... ) ...... 1... ...3, ..... 1 ...... 3 ...... 1...

6. lO qov Im_h tluf !lepoel betuell _ tim
Ir.nt-(lnd latch (il pllrlevl0d lld th tlule
the 1(tecel offledpl recelw the infofutloe?

I.ILSS 1flAB I MV., ................ I ...... I ...... I .... ,.I ...... I ...... I,..

if TO 1 Od_TSoo,,..., .............. 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2..... ,l..0

I TO )Villi ..... . ......... ,.. ,..1., .... _1...... ) .... ,.3 ...... 3...... 1...

I TO 4 NCIVNS,... .......... ,.. ..,& ...... db...... &...... 4... .../*... ,,.4,..

crlrlfiEIt..... . ........ , ....... , ..... $.,. ...S ...... S...... _ .... ,.S... ,.,_..,

(IIPtCI I1_) ........... , .........

IJJ I_lJ IJJ I_JJ IJJ I_lJ
(fI·ICIKV) .................. ,..

L.IJ LI_I IJ_l LI_J I_1_1 I_1_1

(b. ll ,bt le Imelded le the mtcb report Cbt
· mt to the local Prolroee om fremt-ead
:ieee ImJtFbed frei thll oyetilf (OITAIN

C'_ :OfT Of A T_rPECAL IMTCll IEIPOIT; IIIJIIATIVl
I · Nf.CISIAIY. )

hO

I

0.12 Ire the fro,l-efid eppllcofit olee emlelletl
rrm thle oylltl, m prlorlllzed In Iii! Ny
t the Brite level fo, eubeequent foiler-u·?

YES.............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I,..

NO.......... (GO TO b,IT) ......... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... U...... O,,.

CH-27



Wirer 5_cn_d Third Fourth fifth ._lxlh

_]rl t ell S7 III Pill Syllt ell 5If IIt 4Pill Syl t PII _yl! **m

6.1) 'l_ vhot fllctnr_l ir(, they prioritized?
_IIIrJLI_ "1' el "U" _ AI.L ITf'.HS.) TKS NO Tl_S NO YF,,S NO TRS 140 YI_S Il) ¥1_5 140

AMOUNT Of BF.#RFIT

AUT14OII ZATTt_N .................. I 0 ...... I O ...... I O...... I O ...... I O ...... I O...

AIN(_IfT KXCEEDINI; DISCRKPAJl4C_
_NCC .......................... I O...... I O ...... ! O...... I O ...... I O ...... I O...

f

&CTIVI_/T#ACTSVI_ STAlr_s ........... I 0... ,..I 0 ...... I 0 ...... I 0 ...... I 0 ...... I fl...

n?NEI ............................ I 0 ...... I 0.. .... I 0 ...... I 0.. .... I 0 ...... I h...

(srf. Clr_ ) .....................

I_LI I_l_l I__1__1 I__l__l LI_I I.__1___1
(sflclrY) .....................

I__1__1 I__1__1 I___l__l I___1__1 I__1__.1 I I I

I_.ll I. thld prlorl[llinll proceoe iotolir, edl

_rll .............................. I ...... I ...... I... ,..I ...... I ...... I_..

NO............................... O ...... O ...... O...... O ...... O...... O.. ·

b.l_ hfl tho Iltlte IM1e Iltobllllled proceduree

1lit IoceJ prnflrei .mar folio- la proceeol_ll

ITpllcllnt clefs IdefiUfl_l thfou(h thio Itch
m' mtem?

C'b Yg.q ........ , ..................... J ...... I ...... I..o ...I ...... I ... .,.I ...
I

_J
C_ NO ............. (GO TO 6.18) ...... o ...... O ...... O...... 0 ...... o... ,..o...

b. lO C-n the etlte office monitor MUlt'l

h, pp<,nlnK to II "lMtchfd- thee?

YIES.............................. I ...... I ...... 1 ...... I ...... I ...... I...

140......... ,...(GO lX) $.18) ...... 0 ...... O ...... 0 ...... <3...... O...... 0...

_.l)' I thil trmckln K or foiler-up proceem Iotoamted?

TIS .............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

NO ................... ... ....... ..0... ,..0 ...... 0... ...0 .... ,.O .... ..O...

(:H- 2_q



Flrit Second Third Fourth Filth Sixth

$yBtell Syltem Sy&tem Syltel Syltem Symtea

b. IR fhot le the renpoullblll(y of irate and
_.¢lJ I(If( to ,.Dnltor the ill(ill of

,,liar-up on Applicant riles Identified
hlouRh Ihle with lyltei? Could you

_leABe delrtlbe hum this tricking lTltell
,.sks. 14J_RATlV_.

i
I'0

6.19 re local offfree required to iwhalt regular
eportl lo the Itel, re on the etltue Qf ectfo_ll

liken Pfl C4eel witched by thll lytel?

YES .............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

NO ........... (GO TO 6,21) ........ 0 ...... O ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... (I...

6./() I _lt I1 the schedule or fceqon_cy al repotte
' ,4t the local pfoltre am met aubult to the

· ti on the Itl(,I of to[lov-vp on epplicent

, ,lei Ideotlfld, d thrMh thll Iklltch ayatelT

_tEKLY ........................... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

NOffl_Ly .......................... 2 ...... Z ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... Zo..

qlgdkltTtKLT ........................ } ...... 1 ...... S ...... ) ...... 1 ...... 1..,

0TNEI..,,.....,,. ...... .,..... ,,.&... ...&. .... .4.0. ...ii ...... & .... .,4.o.

(SPECIFY) ..... . ...............

I_lJ I_lJ I_1/ I__1__1 I__l__l I__1 I

6.21 g at Inforlmtton full local prollr4on report
f the RlEitt O41 the ltltUl Off IOIIorup on I
( sen tdentllled IhrouKh thtl _tch ayllem?
( '.TK: THIS INFI)KI4ATllm HAY Ir. AVAItJUPA,E IN

T I,: PIANDAL It t PR()VIDED; NARRATIVE IF HL(:ESSKIY.)

CPI- ?q



/ 1: I - W -mm MllqliTNG

(K ALL _lS II_Tl_ NAT K Il TNt SYS_ I[_fi II ll_IDEO.)

fi ret Secc_d 'iht rd Fourth Ill I t# Si tth

Syetao Syltcll Syet eib Syat fib S]_et fl Sy lit 4'1l

?.00 ho ynqA he,e soy t_ethly or anal date
lvllllble on the mmV1 of S_utrlae of

outr(_fl or other ouch actlvlt_ sbt
f-od *ta_ applicant etched dth this
ayet _l?

YES .............. , ............... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I.., ...I...

........... (GO 10 6.CCI)........ 0 ...... 0 ...... O ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0...

7.O1 Pleeoe provide the tot01 mtebdfr el frost-dod

If,od steep !mia_fei et Such 80fith uith thio
itch eyeteo, or the MmPI ff e_rege
monthly mmbdt ii the totel le no( evailohle.

7.02 Please prootde the total tuft Of front-end

food sis w ?_ kits (act,dP nveber of Setcbe)

_ech eonth with thio system, or thd ·versOs

loathly nuobef I_'he total le not ovalieble.

7.O_ Pieeee Its·ida the totel Basher of food wtoep

efpttcstlm d_tlod, Seth eib ate · result
· I the leone-grid ntchlq ,sick thl____eeeyetefl.

mr the aommml or eyecup eemthly mhet Of

denlall If tM total If _ mllekle.
J

_J

O 7.o4 PlaaN p_Mptde the tote! number (dr Nv food

stew ceeou vdhml,o built0 wro corrected,

_ech mouth Se m result of front-end urchin

· ilk th.la eyltso, or the overuse ui_thly
weber of redectlom If the tote! te got
evel leble.

7.OqJ Wleese prooSde the act,Nil member of food

eta,qm eppllcunt amtchel drof.]_ from t hi[
aymteu bCCl_llJ the verie._o Identified vga

to. emil, or bed on furtlwf InveatIRqtlon i

nO Orrog saluted, or Rive the eqf4fraj_e Ot_gttNBI

or overate laofitbly eNd, er of latches

sfheequontly dropped If the total le ,ut
oval ]able.

tH- 10
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I: m_-dgOINICNATIC]INC

first Secofid Third rc-ir t h Pllth Sixth
Sylt egl Syst Pi Symtem Syot eib Sy.t Pm 5y.t Pm

fl.(X) II shim mslrh sylteal used for onloJn K
matrhln K (alter Initial certilIcmtlon)
In fo_l Iltllpl?

YES...... . ....................... ! ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

Im ........ ,,.I_GO TO 9.06). ....... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0.,. ...0...

8.0I When ds thio Bitch nyltelB first Bled for
on-Roi nI alat chinK?

.o_. ......................... I__1__1 I__1__1 I__1__1 I__1__1 IJJ I _1__1

-_. .......................... 191__l_J Jsl__l__l :91__1/ :_l__l__l I$1__l__J ]'l_l__l

S,02 Whet pdrta of the orate are covered by
this oyat(_u for Onloln I Illtchln_?

_TATEYIOg, ·....., .,,. ......... ,,,1... ...I... ,..h.. .,.1.,, ._.1.., ...l...

PAIr1' STAYS ONLY... .... **.,.... ...2... ...2,.. ...Z*°. .,.2,.. ...2.,. ..,2,..

(Sl'ECirf) .....................

I__1__.1 I_l_l I_1__1 I_1_1 I.__1__.1 I__1__1

8.03 Whnt typ4m of thee are covered by thio
syateu for ou-IlolnlJ mtcklqjY

ENTIRE (_SELOAD ...... . ........ ***1... ***l,.. ...J*** ...J.** ..,I ...... J**.
C_

I _ ST411fiPIAI_CCASES............ 2 ...... 2.oo ..o2o,, ..,2.., ...2 ...... 2...

_1 ggOD STAfiP 124PI,OYEDCASES........ 3 ...... 3...... 3 ...... _ ...... _ ...... 1,.,

(TTNEI............................ &...... &...... 4 ...... &...... &...... *...

(SPI_CII_) .....................

I I I I__1__1 I__1 I I__LI LIJ I I I
(SPECIFY) ..................... J
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140#I., ................................. I ,..I ...... I ...... I ...... I ..... ,h..

Mill ................................... 2 ...2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2...

___ _ .................................. 3 ...3 ...... 3 ...... 3 ...... _.., .,,3,,.
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MACNINIE READAIILE REPORTS ......... 2 ...... 2...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2...

WRITTEN HATCH REPORTS ............ 1 ...... 3 ...... ') .... ..1 ...... ] ...... Lo.

8.11 H. .mrh time ehlpueo helix, e# I_ll_t_ t he

Ir l(-e.d I((h Ipt jMPrlorlJrd M_d the tlllt4J
th, Io_ll qltlei* receive the Jnlormtt_?

L_.SS TNAle I MY.o*** .... ,..... .,.I... ...I.. .... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

L'_ 2 10 7 _kTS ....... ,...,. ...... ..2 ..... 2 ...... 2, ..... 2.. .2... ,..2...
J · . · .o

I TO 3 WP. KS ..................... ] ...... ) ...... 3 ...... 1 ...... 3 ...... 1...

I 1_0 4 NONTHS .................... 4 ...... 4 ...... 4 ...... 4 ...... db...... db...

OTNlUl ............................ 5 ...... 5 ...... 5 ...... 5 ...... 5 ...... %...

( ,q,pI_C 1!'I ) .....................

I__1__1 I__1__1 I_l_l I_l_l I_1_1 I_1_1

R.12 Idl_e lo Imrluded tn the match report that Ia
uet : to the local prollreml om On-Roln K calleo
,M, -he'd (roe thle eyelet (OITAIN COIl'T Of
A ' fPICAL M_Tr-.N I_:PORT; IIAJRATIVE If #ECESSART.}

8.1T Ale th on-Koln R Ca_ MtChaO fr_ this itch

eyatel ptlorltll,d In any _y at tha state

level fur ouhieque,,t follow-up!

YES .............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ..... Jl ...... I...

_) ............. ((;_) 1T) R. IG) ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... l) ...... U ...... 0...
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CIRCLE "I" OR 'O FUR ALL IT_:NS.) YES 140 YES NO IrE5 NO YEN NE) T_:S NO YES 144)

AIsOIINT Of BENEFIT

AUTIIOIlZATI(m .................. I O...... I O ...... I O ...... I 0 ...... I O ...... I O,..

AHUIlItlr EXCKEOING DISCIIEPANCY

1ANGE ....... , .............. , ...I O.., ...I 0 ...... I O ...... I O ...... I O ...... I U...

ACTIVi/INACTIVI STATUs ........... I O ...... I O ...... I O ...... I ii) ...... I O...... I O.-.

OTNll ............................ I O ...... I 0 ...... I O ...... I O ...... I O...... I O...

(SPECII_) .....................

I__I__I l__l___l I__I__I I__I__I I__I__I I__I__I
( Sel:CI n ) .....................

Ill I_I_I I_I_I I_I_I I_I_I I_I_I

I
[.1_ ql thll prlorl;leln4 process lUtOmlted?

r_

YES .............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... lo..

NO ............................... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0.. ·

8.16 [_e. the ltSlt bye eltlblllhed procedurel

(blt local pcolrem emit Iollov In trlcklnl
lid pforelllnl (follovlnl _p on) mI-Koln K
I*:_l SllJp Cells Ideetllled through thll
· mtch Syltll?

Y_S .............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

NO............. (GO TO LI9) ...... O ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0...

8.17 Cie the Itl[e Office IIOtIIOC U_( lB
happenln I to a 'me(ched' Cell?

YES .............................. I ...... I ...... I ...... ! ...... I ...... I...

NS_............. (GO TO fi.19) ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... O...... 0...
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Syote! Syot ell 5yOtel System .%yateu .%yoten

at. Hi ltl the trackin K protons for folloulnK up
at (mJLotn# ceaem identified throuKh thio

m chin I system a,tomted?

Y_,S .............................. I ...... 1 ...... I ...... I ...... I ...... I...

_) ............................... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... O...

8.19 _l g la tho rpsponmlbllity of orate iud ioc&l.
al II lo _nltt)r th(, olitul of (allow-up 0.1

ap Ilcant COles Identllted thlroelh thlll utitch
IJy tern? Mould you please describe hay thio

tr. cktnll nyotdHu votke? IMRIMTEVE.

C_
I

k;3

8. ZO Are IoctiI Oiltr# t'squired to lUblt feKuJor

(reportll to the OOlite on the Ototuo of mctlone

taken on ¢dJoeo method by thio oy0tem?

1F:8 ........ , ............ . ........ I.. .... I ...... I... ...I ...... I ...... I...

mO....., ..... (GO 1T) 8.22) ..... 0..0 ...... 0... ..,O. ..... 0 ...... 0.., ...0...

8.21 What Ia th(' ochedole or frequency of reporto
that thd JOCl_ ptoKroml milt oublit to th_

.tote on tM ototou of follov-up on oppliront

claes Identified thio,Ih thio itch oyotel?

I/_.I':.KLy... ..... , .................. I ...... I ...... I... ...I ...... I ...... I...

NONTIILT... ............... . ....... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2 ...... 2...

qUJLqTEILT ........................ 3 ...... 1...... ) ...... _...... 1 ...... 3...

aT, tit ......... ... ................ 4 ...... 4 ...... 4 ...... &... ...4 ...... _...

(SPECIFY).....................

I___1__1 I__l__l I_l_l I_1/ I_l.J I__l__l
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Iq.22 t_h,t I_forimtlon I_llt lo, el pro, ram, r_'port
fn rix. etlDtr on th4. IltatUll o! !hillY-up on
onlQIqll Ca#lPe Idi_ntlfl(.d thr(xiKh thl,
·mtchlnK ly#l_.m? (N()T_: THI._ HAY EF.
AV&ILARI,I_ IN THF. HANII)_L IF PROVlDKD.)
NARRATIVE,
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Pipet S_cond Third fourth Fifth Stl(h

5ylltwlm Symt eli fy.tee ._yet em Syatem S%.tPm

q._') I_ y_t hive .ny llofithiy or innuml dlt.
avlliahie mi (he PAdilM_T of tnqulrieB or

o-'(:o_me40V olher much Iritvlty abOMl
fo d Rtemp Applicant nmtr_lll wlth,thl!

YI_S ...... ,, ...................... I ...... ! ...... I ...... ] ...... I ...... I...

NO ........ ...(CO TO I0.00) ....... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0 ...... 0... ,..0 ...... 0...

9.01 I'leile provl4e the total mzeber of mqlnfng

Inod wtamp I_n[ulrlel elrh amnth with thle
limtrh lyetem, or the ennuil or everele
amnthJy nUtl_fr If tl_ total le not Ivlllebte.

9.02 Plee#e provide the nmlber of amtolnl good

Ifnlmp rW hill cm (meld, Pi nm_mr of mtch_s)

erich Imf#lib th_l_ IyItN, Ot t_ lvereKe
qmr_hly fiumher if the (oteL (e not ivmiJebte.

9.0] filter provide tM t4te! mike of food crimp

f_ I__pltcitlom dtmle4_ eech mofith ·e · reeult of

J the qolfi I ttchlfilJ tfSth thle wyetee or the

--3 ave rnle mofithly R_lbet if the totnl fl not
mvntl·ble.

q.04 fteqae provide the totel nuaeber of Mu food Itnmp

cnn._· lig_li_re _)Qell_l _re corrected erich nlo_h on

· r lult of onlolnll litchlnK vi th thio eyeing, ot
th_ iverlRe Imnthly numlHfr of reductfoni If the
tot t II not ·vllllbln.

i

9.05 Pleewe provide the nctuol mmbet of food

Itl* ) ·ppllrmnt matthew drolpP_d frou this
eywf .m. beclume tl_ yeti.rice td_nt tiled

vas too mil, or bam_l ,m I_Ttheg
Inw .IlRmtlofi. em error i,_loted, or Rive

th_ ivPrnKe nnnuni or ·vPrlge Ir_nth_y

null ,[ of Nlltchel mubnequentty dropped
If Ite totol Ii not nviliihte.
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